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SUBJECT:

AGENDA DATE:

PREPARED BY:

REVIEWED BY:

CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA REPORT

(UA2010-05) Public Hearing - General Plan Amendment No.
2010-02 and Zone Change No. 2010-02 (Raul & Alice Estrada).
Proposed general plan amendment from CH, Commercial Highway
to HDR, High Density Residential usage and subsequent zone
change from CH and IND, Commercial Highway and Industrial to
R-A, Residential Apartment (12.1 to 20 units/acre) for 33.09 acres
of land located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and
Robinson Avenue.

October 19, 2010

Mark Vasquez, Associate Planner

\
Armando G. Villa, Director of Planning & Commun
Development Services

APPROVED FOR AGENDA BY: Victor Carrillo, City Manager

RECOMMENDATION: Hold public hearing and receive input from City staff and the
public. After public hearing, move for:

1) Adoption of Resolution No. 2010-__ approving Negative Declaration No.
2010-02 without monitoring plan for General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02
and Zone Change No, 2010-02.

2)  Adoption of Resolution No. 2010- __ approving General Plan Amendment No.

2010-02.

3) Conduct first reading by title only (waive full reading) and introduce
Ordinance No. 2010- _ approving Zone Change No. 2010-02.

FISCAL TMPACT: None.

PROJECT REQUESTS

e Negative Declaration No. 2010-02: City of Calexico staff reviewed the project

and determined that no significant environmental impacts would result with
the proposal.  Negative Declaration (ND) No. 2010-02 was prepared in
accordance with provisions contained in the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq, and the
CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq).



e General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02: The requested General Plan
Amendment would redesignate the project site from CH, Commercial
Highway to HDR, High Density Residential usage.

o Zone Change No. 2010-02: The requested Zone Change would re-zone the
project site from CH and IND, Commercial Highway and Industrial to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1 to 20 units/acre).

BACKGROUND

The proposed applications are being submitted in order to allow for future development
of approximately 33.09 acres of land located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road
and Robinson Avenue. The parcel is vacant and generally characterized by relatively flat
topography and common non-native vegetation. A Negative Declaration for the project
was completed by city staff and mailed to all responsible agencies for a 20 day public
review period which started on September 2, 2010 and ended on September 22, 2010. No
adverse comments were received by responsible reviewing agencies.

A development agreement facilitating development of the property in a manner which the
city and property owner intend to be consistent with and beneficial to other approved
adjacent land uses was approved by the Planning Commission on June 28, 2010 and by
the City Council on August 3, 2010 (see attached resolutions).

The Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on September 27, 2010 and
approved the resolutions to recommend that Council approve this application. The City
Council Public Hearing for the project was duly noticed in the Calexico Chronicle on
Thursday, October 7, 2010 including direct mailing to all property owners located within
300" foot radius of the project site. The public hearing was also posted on the city’s
internet web site and in front of City Hall. A letter was also mailed to the applicant
advising him of the public hearing.

PROJECT LOCATION

The subject property consists of approximately thirty-three and 9/10 (33.09) acres,
designated as the “Remainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as
Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of parcel maps at Page 87 in the office of the
County Recorder of Imperial County on September 13, 2002. The subject property is
bounded by the Central Main Canal to the north, truck storage to the west, Robinson
Avenue to the south, and State Route 111 to the east. The site is bounded to the north by
Commercial Highway Specific Plan zoning, and west by the IND zone, to the South by
C-H zoning and to the east by the C-H zone.



ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

EXISTING ZONING GENERAIL
LAND USE PILAN
Project Vacant ( CH/IND) Commercial Commercial
Site Highway/Industrial Highway
North Vacant Land ( CH) Commercial Highway Specific Commercial
Plan Highway
Specific Plan
South Restaurant and (C-H) Commercial Highway Commercial
Hotel Uses Highway
East Commercial Retail (C-H) Commercial Highway Commercial
Uses Highway
West Truck Storage (IND)} Industrial Industrial
Yard
PROJECT DESCRIPTION(S)

Project implementation requires city approval of the following documents and discretionary
applications: (1) Negative Declaration, (2) General Plan Amendment, (3} Zone Change. The
following describes each of these applications and documents.

1.

Negative Declaration No. 2010-02

Based upon the Initial Study conducted on the project by city staff, it was concluded
that no significant environmental impacts would result from the proposal. Because
no specific development is proposed, the environmental analysis was not project
specific but was conducted instead as a program or policy level Negative Declaration
(ND) to provide the necessary environmental evaluation of the proposed General Plan
amendment and zone change. The ND was prepared in accordance with provisions
contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources
Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq, and the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq).

General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02
The requested General Plan Amendment would re-designate the project site from CH,

Commercial Highway usage to HDR, High Density Residential (12.1-20 units/acre)
usage in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan.

3. Zone Change No, 2010-02

The requested Zone Change would re-zone the project site from CH/IND, Commercial
Highway/Industrial to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre). This proposed

zoning would be consistent with the proposed General Plan amendment and the city’s
zoning classifications.




ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

Staff supports the proposed applications and recommends approval of the requested
Negative Declaration, General Plan Amendment and Zone Change, for the following
reasons.

1. Negative Declaration No. 2010-02

The Negative Declaration is a policy level analysis and not project level. Physical
development is not being proposed at this time nor analyzed in the Negative
Declaration. Any future proposals could require additional entitlements and approval
by the City. It would be at that time that a project level environmental analysis would
be conducted to address any potential impacts of a site specific development, such as
noise, traffic air quality, etc. The Negative Declaration was prepared in accordance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21000 et seq, and the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq.).- As
discussed, the proposal would not result in any significant impacts.

2. General Plan Amendment Change No. 2010-02

In order to allow for future development of the site, staff recommends approval of the
requested General Plan Amendment which will re-designate the project site from CH,
Commercial Highway usage to HDR, High Density Residential usage. The General
Plan Amendment is proper because the new designation would create consistency
with the City’s zoning classifications. In addition, the amendment is not considered

detrimental to the health, safety, and general welfare of any neighboring properties or
the citizens.

3. Zone Change No. 2010-02

In order allow to allow for future development of the site, staff recommends approval
of the requested Zone Change which will re-zone the project site from CH/IND,
Commercial Highway/Industrial Development to R-A, Residential Apartment (12.1-
20 units/acre). The Zone Change is proper because the new classification would

create consistency with the parcel’s General Plan Land Use designation in accordance
-with state law.

Collectively, these applications would re-designate and change zoning to allow future
construction of multi-family residential developments. These actions could be
characterized as efforts to comply with housing element policies by changing zoning
to allow higher density residential. Per the 2009 Adopted and Certified Housing
Element, approximately 30 acres of land were required to be changed to higher

density residential usage. The above application would comply with the housing
element directive.



SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The foregoing report described the general plan amendment and zone change as
proposed.

It is staff recommendation that the City Council open the public hearing and allow input
from all persons interested in the proposed project. Because the proposal would be
~ consistent with the general plan and housing element, it is staff recommendation that the
proposed general plan amendment and zone change be recommended for approval.

PREPARED BY: MARK VASQUEZ, ASSOCIATE PLANNER

APPROVED BY:

ARMANDO G. VILLA, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

EXHIBITS:

A. Staff Report to Planning Commission (which includes a copy of Negative
Declaration 2010-02).

B. Official Planning Commission Recommendation and Findings (P.C. Resolution
No.’s 2010-18, 19 & 20).

C. City Council draft Negative Declaration Resolution.
D. City Council draft General Plan Amendment Resolution.

E. City Council draft Zone Change Ordinance.

Agenda Item No.
Page Of
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Monday, September 27, 2010
6:30 P

NOTICE:

‘This is a public meeting. Appropziate public decorum is observed. If you wish to speak regarding any
itern on the agenda, please wait until the item is under discussion. The chairman will request comments
duting that item. Approach microphone and state purpose of your concerns. If you wish to address the

cominission on any item not on the agenda you may do so during the public comment portion of
agenda.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENTS - NON AGENDIZED ITEMS - 3 MINUTES

(Please read & complete a Speaket’s Form at the podium, prior to the start of the Planning Commission
Meeting).

CONSENT ITEMS

1. Special Planning Commission Meeting Minutes for September 14, 2010.

PUBILIC HEARING ITEMS

(Please tead & complete a Speaker’s Form at the podium prios to the statt of the Planning Commission
Heating. The Chairperson will call on you to speak when your item is called).
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2. Uniform Appheation 2010-05 - Negative Declaration No. 2010- 02, General Plan Amendment
Mo. 2010-02 and Zone Change Mo, 2010-02- The project proposes a General Plan Amendment
from CH, Commercial Highway to HDR, High Density Residential usage and Zone Change
from CH/I, Commercial Highway/ Industrial to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1 to 20.0
DU/AC) on approximately 33.09 actes of land located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage
Road and Robinson Avenue (Remainder Patcel of Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, filed on
September 13, 2002, at Book 11, Page 87 of Parcel Maps, in the Office of the County Recotder

of the County of Impetial, State of California.). The proposed general plan amendment and
zone change would create consistency in accordance with state law.

Presentation: Armando Villa, Director of Planning and Community Development

Recommendation: Open public heating, solicit public input, close public heating and adopt
proposed resolution(s).

BUSINESS ITEMS

REORGANIZATION OF PLANNING COMMISSION

3. Selection of Chaitperson and Vice Chairperson for 2010-2011.

STAFF COMMENTS

PLANNING COMMISSIONER'S COMMENT'S

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

ADJOURNMENT




PLARNING

COMMISSION MINUTES

THE PLARNNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF CALEXICO MET IN A SPRCIAL
SESSION ON THE 4™ DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2010 AT 7:00 PM. AT THE CITY HALL
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 608 HEBER AVENUE, CALEXICO, CA. THE DATE, HOUR
AND PLACE DULY ESTABLISHED FOR THE HOLDING OF SAID MEETING.

CALL TO ORDER. |

The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Chairperson Hargrave and those
present were led in the Pledge of Allegiance.

ATTENDANCE..

Chairperson: Carlion Hargrave

Commissioner: Daniel Chairez

Commissioner: Eduardo Lopez

Commissioner: Cesar Rodriguez

Commissioner: tliises Cardenas

CITY STAFF: Victor Carrillo, City Manager
Armando G. Villa, Assistant City Manager
Barbara Luck, Deputy City Attorney
i_ali Montes, Recording Clerk

PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Chairperson opened the meeting for public comments.

CONSENT AGENDA

1. I was recommended by Commissioner Lopez and seconded by Commissioner
Rodriguez thai the Minutes for June 14, 2010 be approved.

ROLL CALL.: AYES: Cérdenas, Lopez, Hargrave, Higuera, Rodriguez.
NOES: None
ABSENT: None

ABSTAIN: MNone
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2o [ was recommended by Commisgioner Lopez and seconded by Commissioner
Rodriguez that the Minutes for June 28, 2010 be approved.

ROLL CAEL: AYES: Cardenas, Lopez, Hargrave, Higuera, Rodriguez.
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

Uniform Application 2010-06 — Conditional Use Permit 2010-03- A conditional use
permit is being requested in order {o allow the construction of approximaiely
219,220 sf. of building space for the establishment of a group care facilily,
convalescent home and hospital for neurological and memory loss & training center
for veterans as required by Section 17.05.120.C.(2) and (7) of the Calexico
Municipal Code. The project site is within the Towncenter Plaza located along Cole

Road, Sunset Drive and Towncenter Drive. The property is zoned C-H (Commercial
Highway).

Armando G. Villa, Secretary, gave a brief explanation of the Town Center Indusirial
Park approved in 2007.

The Chairperson opened the public hearing.

Karla Flores, resident of Calexico, spoke in favor of the project and explained the
henefits of the project on the community.

Daniel Fitzgerald, Imperial County Enterprise Zone manager, spoke in favor of the
project.

Chairperson Hargrave closed the public hearing.

Richard Neault, applicant, further explained the concept of the medical facility and
mentioned that the facility wouid pay for iiself over time.

Cornmissioner Lopez, asked when construction would start?

Mr. Neault, expressed his interest in stariing as soon as possible.
Chairperson Hargrave asked how many jobs will this generate?

Mr. Neault, said between six and eight hundred jobs would be created.

Commissioner Chairez, asked if the citizens from Calexico would be able o use the
facility.

After a lengthy discussion, it was moved by Chairperson Hargrave and seconded by
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Commmissioner Cardenags that the Planning Commission grant approval of Genditional
Use Permit No. 2010-03, with the adoption of Resolution Mo, 2010-18.

ROLL CALL: AYES: Rodriguez, Higuera, Hargrave, Lopez, Cardenas.
NOES: None,
ABSENT, None.
ABSTAIN: None
STAFF COMMENTS

The secretary mentioned thait on the next regular Planning Commission, he would
schedule the re-organization of the Chairperson and Vice Chairperson for 2010-2011.

Commissioner Lopez, reguesied that Mr. Morales, Building Manager, provide an updaie
of the downtown area.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:45F .M.

Catlton Hargrave, Chairperson

Attest:

Armando G. Villa
Secretary — Director



FLANNING COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT

DATE: Monday, September 27, 2010
TO: Chairman and Members of the Planning Cozxﬁ'nission )
o
FROM: Armando G. Villa, Director of Community Developme%@jw?ﬁgyﬁ,
Lt
PREPARED BY: Matk Vasquez, Associate Planner(w
PROJECT TITLE: Uniform Application Neo. 2010-05
Negative Declaration No. 2010-02: Geperal Plan  Amendment
MNo.2010-02 and Zone Chanee No. 2010-02 (Raul and Alice BEstrada)
APPIICANT: City of Calexico
608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 922231
OWNER-: Raul and Alice Bstrada
675 W. Main. Street
El Centro, Ca. 92243
PROJTECT REQUESTS

© Negative Declaration No. 2010-02: City of Calexico staff reviewed the project and
determined that no significant environmental impacts would result with the proposal.
Negative Declaration (ND) No. 2010-02 was prepared in accotdance with provisions

contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code
(PRC) Section 21000 et seq, and the CEQA. Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq).

©  General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02: The requested Genetal Plan Amendment would
redesignate the project site from CH, Commercial Highway to HDR, High Density
Residential usage.

e}

Zone Change No. 2010:02: The requested Zone Change would re-zone the project site

from CH and IND, Commercial Highway and Industrial to RA, Residential Apattment
(12.1 to 20 units/acre).




AMENDMENT NO. 2010-02; AND ZONE CHANGE NO.
2030-02.

BACKGROUNI

The proposed applications are being submitied in order to allow for future development of
approximately 33.09 acres of land located at the corier of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson
Avenue. The parcel is vacant and generally characterized by relatively flat topography and common
non-iative vegetation. A MNegative Declaiation for the project was completed by city staff and
mailed to all responsible agencies for 2 20 day public review period which started on September 2,
2010 2nd ended on September 22, 2010. Comments from (1) one agency were received with 2
tesponse provided by city staff addressing their conceims with respect to minor revisions.

A development agreement facilitating development of the propetty in 2 manner which the city and
P 28 UG Aevelop 16 prop :
propetrty owner intend to be consistent with and beneficial to other approved adjacent land uses was

approved by the Planning Commission on June 28, 2010 and by the City Council on August 3, 2010

The Public Hearing for the project was duly noticed in the Calexico Chronicle on Thursday
September 16, 2010 including direct mailing to all property owners located within 300’eadius of the
project site. The public hearing was also posted on the city’s internet web site and in front of City
Hall. A letter was also meailed to the applicant advising hiim of the public hearing.

PROJECT LOCATION

- The subject property consists of approximately thirty-three and 9/10 (33.09) acres, designated as the

“Remainder” ot Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was recotded as Document No. 02-2345 in
Book 11 of parcel maps at Page 87 i the office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on
September 13, 2002. The subject property is bounded by the Central Main Canal to the notth, truck
storage to the west, Robinson Avenue to the south, and State Route 111 to the east. The site is

bounded to the north by Commercial Highway Specific Plan zoning, and west by the IND zone, to
the South by C-H zoming and to the east by the C-H zone.



PLANNING COMMISSIOWN STAFF REPORT
SEPTEMBER 27, 2000
PAGHE 3 of &

PROJECT TTTLE: UNIFORM APPLICATION WO. 2010-05: NEGATIVE

DECLARATION NQ. 2010-02; GENERAL PLAN

AMENDMENT WO, 2010-02; AND ZONE CHANGE WNO,
2000-02.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

EXISTING ZONING : GENERAL
LAND USE PLAN
Project Vacant ( CH/IND) Commercial Commercial
Site” : Highway/ Industrial Highway
North Vacant Land { CH) Commercial Highway Specific Plan Commercial
Highway
Spectfic Plan
South Restaurant and Fotel (C-H) Commersial Highway Commercial
Uses Highway
East Commercial Retarl Uses (C-H)} Commercial Highway Compmercial
Highway
West Truck Storage Yard (IND) Industrial Industrial

PROJECT DESCRIPTION(S)

Project implementation requires city approval of the following. documents and discretionaty

applications: (1) Negative Declatation, (2) General Plan Amendment, (3) Zone Change. The
following describes each of these applications and documents.

1. Negative Declaration No, 2010-02

Based upon the Initial Study conducted on the prbject by city staff, it was concluded that no
significant envitonmental impacts would tesuli from the proposal. The environmental analysis
was not project specific but was conducted instead as a progtam or policy level Negative
Declaration (ND) to provide the necessary envitonmental evaluations and clearances for the
project. The ND was prepated in accordance with provisions contained in the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21000 et seq, and
the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq). As stated, the envirommental analysis was not
project specific but was conducted as a program Negative Declaration.

2. General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02

The tequested General Plan Amendment would re-designate the project site from CH,
Commercial Highway usage to HDR, High Density Residendal (12.1-20 units/acre) usage in
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PROJECT YT E:

UNIEORM APPLICATION WO, 2010-05: MEGATIVE
DECLARATION WG, 20§0-02; GENERAL PLAN
AMIENDMENT WO, 2010-02; AND ZONE CHAWNGE WNO.
2010-02.

order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan.

3. Zone Change No. 2010-02

The requested Zone Change would re-zone the project site from C11/IND, Cotnmercial
Highway/Industrial to RA, Residential Apariment (12.1-20 units/acre). This proposed zoning

would be consistent with the proposed General Plan amendment and the city’s zoning
classifications.

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSIONS

Staff suppotts the proposed applications and recommends approval of the requested Negative
Declaration, General Plan Amendment and Zone Change, fot the following reasons.

1.

Negative Declaration No. 2010-02,

The Negative Declaration is a policy level anelysis and not project level. Physical developmendtsis
not being proposed at this time nor analyzed in the Negative Declaration. Any future proposals
mﬂ%aﬁﬁamma@mmﬁ‘md be at that time that 2
project level environmental analysis would be conducted to address impacts such as noise, traffic
ait quality, etc.... The Negative Declaration was prepared in accordance with provisions
contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code (PRC)
Section 21000 et seq, and the CEQA Guidelines (Section 15000 et seq). As discussed, the
proposal would not result in any significant impacis.

General Plan Amendment Change No. 2010-02

In otrder to allow for future development of the site, staff recommends approval of the
requested General Plan Amendment which will re-designate the project site from CH,
Commercial Highway usage to FIDR, High Density Residential usage.

Zone Change No, 2010-02

In order allow to allow for future development of the site, staff recommends approval of the
requested Zone Change which will re-zone the project site from CH/IND, Commercial
Highway/Industrial Development to R-A, Residential Apastment (12.1-20 units/acre).

Collectively, these applications would te-designate and change zoning to allow future
construction of multi-family residential developments. ‘These actions could be charactetized as

efforts to comply with housing element policies by changing zoning to allow higher density
residential. Per the 2009 Adopted and Certified Housing Blement, approximately 30 actes of

land wete required to be changed to higher density residential usage. The above application



PLANNING COMMISSION STAFE REFORT

SEPTEMBER 27, 2016

PAGIES of 6

PROJECT TITLE: UNIFORM APPLICATION INO. 2010-05: NEGATIVE
DECLARATION WO. 2010-02; GENERATL PLAN
AMEBENDMENT NO. 2010-02; AND ZONE CHANGE NO.
2010-02.

would comply with the housing element directive.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The foregoing report described the general plan amendment and zone change as proposed.

Options available to the Commission regarding the project include the following:

g e
1. Motion o Eﬁgﬁb\%ﬁhﬁpwe adoption of the seqtired findings.

R

2. Motion to deny the projec‘fa_ﬁ@jﬁ:h—ﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁ'do% { the required findings against the
proposal. e

o
e
—

o fﬁc;l to continue the hearing for further study.

It is staff rtecommendation that the Planning Comimission open the public heasing and allow mput
from all proponents and opponents of the proposed project. Because the proposal would be
consistent with the general plan and housing element, it is staff recommendation that the proposed
general plan amendment and zone change be recommended for approval by taking the following

action:

Approve Resolu_,tion No. 2010-__(attachment 2) tecommending to the City Council adoption of
Negative Declaration No. 2010-02; Resolution No. 2010-__(attachment 3) recommending to the
City Council approval of General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02; and Resolution MNo. 2010-

_.(attachment 4)recommending to the City Council approval of Zone Change No. 2010-02.

PREPARED BY: MARE VASQUEZ, ASSOCIATE PLANNER

\
b Ak
APPROVED BY: @L"\% A
NDO G. VILLA, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER




PELANNING COMMISSION STAFE REPORT

SEPTEMRBYIR 27, 2010 '

FAGE 6 of 6

PROJECT TETLE: UNITFORM APPLICATION NO., 2000-05; NEGATIVE
DPECLARATION NO, 2010-02; GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT NO. 2000-02; AND ZONE CHANGE NQ.
2019-02.

ATTACHMENTS

=S
.

NEGATIVE DECLARATION WNO. 2610-62

2. PLANWNNING COMMISSION RESCLUTION NO. 2010-_ FOR NEGATIVE
DECLARATION NO. 2010-02

3. PLAWNNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION WO, 2010-_ ROR GENERAIL
PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2010-02

4. PLAWNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2010-_ FOR ZOWNWE
CHANGE NO. 2010-02
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608 Heber Avenue
! Calexico, CA 92231
Tel: 760.768.2105
‘ ' g Fax: 760.357.7862
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www. calexico.ca.gov

| Connnan fy Nevetopinent Bepertiment

Ndminisiration - Buitding Safety - Code nforcement - bnginearing - Plamning

September 1, 2010

Bureaw of Land Management
Calexico Public Library (Public Review Document)
Calexico Unified School District
Caltrans, District 11,

Planning Division Mail Staton 450 - Jacob Avmsirong
City of Calexico-Utility Sexvices

Department of California Highway Patrol,
El Centro Area — R.E. Jones

Heber Public Udlisy District - John A. Jordan
Irnpeﬁal County APCD - Monica Soucier

Imperial County Planning and Development Services
Darrel Gardner

Imperial County Public Health Depastment
Imperial County Sheriff — Jesse Obeso

Tmperial Irrigation District — Ismael Gomez
ATE&T

Department of Fish and Game

The Gas Company
Inland Desert Region — Kim MNicol

RE: ‘T'wenty (20) day Public Review and comment period notice of Negative Declaration No. 2010 — 02 for General Plan
Amendment No. 2010-02 and Zone Change No. 2010-02.

Agency Representative:

Enclosed please find 2 description of a project proposed within the City of Calexico. An initial study has been conducted by the
City and the results indicate no significant adverse impacts to the environment by the project. A Negative Declaration of
envitonmental impact will therefore be prepared for the project. If you, as a responsible agency, have any specific concerns

tegarding the pteparation of the Negative Declaration, please submit your comments to this office no later than September 22,
2010 so that concerns may be teflected on the document,

Public Review period: September 2, 2010 to September 22, 2030

Yout cooperation is greatly appreciated.

Sinserely,

L M e
Mark Vasq z’z
Associate PI

nner

Enclosures

Ve Codepico!




INFTTAL STUDY &
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
NQO. 2010-02
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k. IRNTRODUCTFTON
£, PURPOSE

This document is a policy-level Initial Study for evalvation of potential environmental impacts which may
result from the proposed General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change for approximately
33.09 acres of vacant land located at the northwest corner of Scaroni Road and Robinson Avenue, more
specifically described as Paicel 1 (APN 059-010-019) and Parcel 2 (059-010-020) of Parcel Map 59-010-
013 or Remainder Portion of Parcel Map 11-88 (Refer to Exhibit “A™). No developient proposal is
being considered as part of this project. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-designate the
site from. Comimercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (HDR) usage. The proposed Zone
Change would tezone the site from Conunercial Highway (C-H) and Industsial (I} to RA, Residential

Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre). For purposes of this document, the General Plan Amendment and
Zone Change will be called the “proposed applications”.

Coincidently, this project can be characterized as implementation for meeting directives under the City’s
General Plan, Housing Element 2009 for which a Negauve Declaration was prepared, approved and
adopted. Under the City’s 2009 Housing Element, approximately 15 acres of land age required to be
rezoned to Residential Apartment (R-A) Zoning (12.1-20 units/acre) for the purpose of meeting the
City’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) as prescribed by Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) and the State Department of Housing and Community Development (CHCD).
Although this project does not propose physical development and is not project specific, the City of

Calexico as Lead Agency is required to analyze and clear all projects per CEQA. These requitements will
be summarized below.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) REQUIREMENTS

As defined by Section 15063 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, an Imitial
Study is prepared primarily to provide the Lead Agency with information to use as the basis for
determining whether an Esnvironmental Impact Report (EIR), Negative Declatation, or Mitigated

Negative Declaration would be appropriate for providing the necessaty environmental documentation fox
any proposed project.

According to Section 15065, an EIR is deemed appropriate for a pattcular proposal if the following
conditions oceut:

The proposal has the potential to substantially degrade thé quality of the environment.

The proposal has the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage of
long-term environinental goals.

The proposal has possible environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively
considerable.

The proposal could cause direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings.

According to Section 15070(a), 2 Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if the proposal would not
result in any significant effect on the environment.

According to Section 15070(b), 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate if it is
determined that though a pxoposa.l could result ina slgmﬁcant effect rmtigatzon tneasures ate avaﬂable to
E.mq—"'_"“ T LT T A AT Lyt s T =
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reduce these significant effects o insignificant levels.

This Initial Stady has determined that the proposed applications will not result in any potentially
significant envivonmental impacis and therefore, a Negative Declasation is the appropiiate document to
provide necessary environmental evaluations because no development proposal is being requested at this
urne. Additionally, this project will substantially meet directives under the City’s 2009 Housing Element.

This Initial Study and Negative Declaraiion asre prepaied in conformance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended (Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et. seq.); Section
15070 of the State Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environinental Quality Act of 1970,
as amended (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et. seq.); applicable

requiternents of the City of Calexico; and the regulations, requirements, and procedutes of any other
responsible public agency or an agency with jutisdiction by law.

The City of Calexico is designated the Lead Agency, in accordance with Section 15050 of the CEQA

Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the principal tesponsibility for approving
the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the City.

C. INTENDED USES OF INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This Inittal Study and Negative Declaration aze informational documents which ate intended to inform
City of Calexico decision makers, othet responsible or interested agencies, and the general public of
potential envitonmental effects of the proposed applications. The environmental teview process has
been established to enable public agencies to evaluate environmental consequences and to examine and
implement methods of eliminating or reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requires
that consideration be given to avoiding environmental damage, the Lead Agency and other responsible

public agencies must balance adverse environmental effects against other public objectives, including
econommuc and social goals.

The Initial Study and Negative Declaration, prepared fox the project will be circulated for 2 period of 20
days for public and agency review.

D, CONTENTS OF INITTAL STUDY

This Initial Study is organized to facilitate 2 basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental
implications of the proposed applications.

I INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire report. This section discusses the
environmental process, scope of environmental review, and incorpotation by refetence documents.

T1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION describes the proposed applications. A description of discretionary
approvals and permits required for project implementation is alse included.

I ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKILIST FORM contains the City's Envitonmental Checklist Form.
The checklist form presents results of the envitonmental evaluation for the proposed applications and
those issue areas that would have either 2 significant impact, potentially significant i itnpact, of no impact.

V. ENVIRONMENTAIL ANAILYSIS evaluates cach tesponse provided in the environmental
checklist form. Bach response checked in the checklist form is discussed and supported with sufficient

data and analysis as necessaty. As appropriate, each response discussion describes and identifies specific
impacts anticipated with project implementation.
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V. M ANDATORY FINDINGS presents Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with
Section 1506% of the CHQA Guidelines.

Vi PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSUILTED identifies those petsons consulted and
involved in preparation of this Inital Study and Negative Declaration.

Vi REFERENCIES lists bibliographical metesials used in prepasation of this document.

E. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMEMNTAL ANAILYSIS

For evaluation of environmental impacts, each question from the BEnvironmental Checldist Form is
summarized and responses ase provided according to the analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study

Impacts and effects will be evaluated and quantified, when appropriate. To each question, there ate four
possible responses, including;

1. Wo Impact: A “No Impact” response is adequately supported if the inpact simply does not apply
to the proposed applications.

Less Than Significant Impact: The proposed applications will have the potential to impact the
environment. These impacts, however, will be less than significant; no additional analysis 1s required

L2

Less Than Significant With Mitgation Incorporated: This applies where incorporation of

mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact’ to a “Less Than
Significant Impact”.

Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed applications could have impacts that are considered

significant. Additional analyses and possibly an EIR could be requited to identify mitigation measures
that could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.

F. POLICY-LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

This envitonmental document evaluates impacts resulting with the proposed General Plan Amendment
and Zone Change applications. As will be discussed in the next chapter, there is no physical project or
development actually being proposed as part of this project. Additionally, this project can be
characterized as implementation for meeting directives under the City’s General Plan, Housing Element
2009. Under the City’s 2009 Housing Element, approximately 15 acres of land are required to be
rezoned to Residential Apattment (R-A) Zoning (12.1-20 units/acte) for the purpose of meeting the
City’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) as prescribed by Southetn California Association of
Governments (SCAG) and the State Department of Housing and Community Development (CHCD).

The Geperal Plan Amendment and Zone Change are being proposed in oider to allow for future
residential use of the project site for residential purposes and to fulfill the directives of the 2009 Housing
Flement. The project site is presently designated Commercial Highway and zoned Industual and
Commetcial Highway by the City’s General Plan and Zowing Ordinance, respectively. The proposed
General Plan Amendment would re-designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High
Density Residential (HDR) usage. The proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial
Highway (C-H) and Industtial (I) to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/ acte).

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted under a policy-level analysis and not project-
level. Physical development is not being proposed or analyzed in these environmental documents. Any
future development of the project site will tequire additional entitlements and approvals by the City of
Calemco mcludmg Tentaﬂve Subd1v1310n Maps Des1gn & .Site Plan Rev1ews Gradmg Penmts, etc. Each
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of these required entitlements and approvals ate defined as “projecis” according to CHQA Guidelines
As approptiate, the City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if fusther environmental documentation
and 2nalyses are required for any of these futuze entitdements and/or approvals. Because the project site
is considered “infill”, proposals wnder 5 acres could be exempi from clearance. However, any project

specific/physical development proposal oves 5 acies i size will require further environmental eview as
required by CEQA.

Regarding mitigation measures, it is not the intent of this document to “overlap’ or restate conditions of
approval that are commonly established for fuiure residential projects ot the proposed applications.
Additionally, those other standard requirements and regulations that any development must comply with,
that are outside the City’s jurisdiction, are also not considered mitigation measures and therefore, will not

be identified in this document. Again the analysis provided herein is considered “Policy Level” and does
not address physical development.

TIERED DOCUMENTS AND INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

Information, findings, and conclusions contained in this document are based on incorporation by
reference of tiered documentation, which are discussed in the following section.

1. 'Niered Documents

As permitted in Section 15152(2) of the CEQA. Guidelines, information and discussions from other
documents can be included into this document. Tiering is defined as foliows:

“lering refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR (such as the one
prepared for a general plan or policy statement) with later EIRs and negative declarations on
nattowet projects; incorporating by reference the general discussions from. the broader EIR; and
concentrating the later EIR ot negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project.”

Tiering also allows this document to comply with Section 15152(b) of the CEQA Guidelines, which
discourages redundant analyses, as follows:

“Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses which they prepare for separate but
telated projects including the general plans, zoning changes, and development projects. This
approach can eliminate tepetitive discussion of the same issues and focus the later EIR or negative
declaration on the actual issues ripe for decision at each level of environmental review. Tiering is
appropriate when the sequence of analysis 1s from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy or

progtam to an EIR or negative declaration for another plan, policy, ot progeam of lesser scope, ot to
a site-specific BIR or negative declaration.”

Further, Section 15152(d) of the CEQA Guidelines states:

“Whete an HIR has been prepared and certified for 2 program, plan, policy, or ordinance consistent
with the tequirements of this section, any lead agency for a later project pursuant to or consistent

with. the progeam, plan, policy, ot ordinance should limit the EIR or negative declaration on the later
project to effects which:

(1) Were not examined as signiﬁcant effects on the environment in the prior EIR; ot

2) Are susceptible to substantial reduction or avoidance by the choice of specific revisions in the
- P- . n 1 Y p
project, by the imposition of conditions, or other means.”
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Laeorporation By Relerence

incorporadon by refesence is a procedure for reducing the size of Negative Declarations and 1s most
appropaiate for including long, descriptive, or technical materials that provide general background
mformation, but do not contiibute directly to the specific analysis of the project itself.  This
procedure is partculardy useful when an BIR or Negative Declaration relies on a broadly-drafted EIR
for its evaluadon of cumulatve impacts of related projects (Las Virgenes Homeowners Federation .
County of Los Angeles (1986, 177 Ca.3d 300]). If an BIR ox Negative Declaration relies on information
from a suppocting study that is available to the public, the EIR or Negative Declatation cannot be
deemed unsupported by evidence or analysis (San Frandsco Feology Center v City and County of San
Fromciseo [1975, 48 Cald 584, 595]). This document incorporates by sefetence appropriaic
information from the “Final BEnvironmental Impact Report and Bavironmental Assessment for the

“City of Calexico General Plan EIR” prepared by Webb Associates in 2006 and the Final 2009
Calexico Housing Element and Negative Declaration.

When an EIR or Negative Declaration incorporates a2 document by reference, the incorporation must
comply with Section 15150 of the CEQA Guidelines as follows:

o}

The incorporated document must be available to the public or be a matter of public record
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15150[a]). The General Plan EIR and Housing Element Negative

Declaration 2009 are available, along with this document, at the City of Calexico, 680 Heber
Avenue, Calexico, CA 92231, ph. (760) 768-2197.

This document snust be avatlable for inspection by the public at an office of the lead agency

(CEQA Guidelines Section 15150[b]). These documents are available at the City of Calexico,
608 Heber Avenue, Calexico CA 92231, ph. (760) 768-2105.

These documenis must summarize the portion of the document being incorporated by reference
or briefly describe information that cannot be summarized. Furthermore, these documents must
describe the relationship between the incorporated information and the analysis in the tiered
documents (CEQA Guidelines Section 15150[c]). As discussed above, the tiered EIRs address
the entite project site and provide background and inventory information and data which apply

to the project site. Incorporated information and/or data will be cited in the appropriate
sections.

These documents must include the State identification number of the mcorpotated documents
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15150[d]). The State Clearinghouse Number for the ‘City of
Calexico Genetal Plan EIR is SCH #2004071015. The State Clearinghouse Number for the
“City of Calexico Housing Element Negative Declaration is SCH #2008041113

The material to be incorporated in this document will include general background information
(CEQA. Guidelines Section 15150{f]). This has been previously discussed in this document.
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L PROJECT DESCREPTEORN

Ao PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

The project site is approximately 33.09 actes in size and it is located at the northwest comer of Scarond
Road and Robinson Avenue, more specifically described as Parcel 1 (AP 059-010-019) and Parcel 2 (059-
~ 010-020) of Paicel Map 59-010-013 or Remainder Poxtion of Parcel Map 11-88 (Refer to Exhibit “A”).

The project site ts vacant and generally characterized by relatively flat topography and common urban non-
native vegetation.

The site is bounded to the north by the Central Main Canal and east by Scaroni Road with restiicted access
to Hwy. 111. To the south, the site is bounded by existing Commexcial Highway uses and vacant land. To
the west the site is bounded by industsial land temporarily used by a Truck Parking & Storage Facility. The
site is bounded to the north and south by C-H Zoning, to the west by Industrial Zoning,

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site as Multi-family uses. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (HDR) usage. The

proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industrial (1) to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre).

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration ate conducted as a policy-level analysis and not project-level,
since the applications ate being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in this environmental document. Any future development of the
project site could require additional entitlements aad approvals by the City of Calexico, including
Tentative Subdivision Maps, Design & Site Plan Reviews, Grading permits, etc. Each of these required
eatitlements and approvals are defined as “projects™ according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the

City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if further environmental documentation and analyses are
tequited for any of these futute entitlements and/ox approvals.

St Ty
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VY. BNVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

BACKGROUNTD

Project Title: General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Zone Change No. 2010-02.

Lead Agency Nane and Addrese: City of Calexico; 608 Heber Avenue; Calexico CA 92231
Contact Person(s) and Phone Number:  Armando G, Villa, Planning Director (760) 768-2105
Kirt Coury, Contract Project Planner (760) 768-2105

Project Location: The project site is approximately 33.09 acres of vacant land located at the northwest
comner of Scaroni Road and Robinson Avenue, more specifically described as Parcel 1 (APN 059-010-019)
and Parcel 2 (059-010-020) of Parcel Map 59-010-013 or Remainder Portion of Parcel Map 11-88. The

project site is vacant and generally characterized by relatively flat topography and common urban non-
native vegetation. {Refer to Exhibit “A”).

Pioject Sponsor’s Name aind Addiess: GPA & Zone Change, City of Calexico

General Plan Desigmation: The proposed General Plan Amendment would réadesignate the site from
Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (HDR) nsage.

Zomng: The proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and
Industrial {I) to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre).

Desciiption of Project: The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being
proposed in order to allow for future use of the project site for residential purposes. The proposed
General Plan Amendment would re-designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High

Density Residential (HDR) usage. The proposed Zone Change would tezone the site from Commercial
Highway (C-H) and Industeial (I) to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acxe).

This Initia] Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analysis and not project-level,
since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
2009 Housing Hlement, and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not
being proposed or analyzed in this environmental document. Any futute development of the project site
could require additional entidements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Subdivisions Maps,
Design Reviews, grading permits, etc. Fach of these tequited entitlements and approvals are defined as
“projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine on a. case-by-case

basis if further environmental documentation and analyses are required for any of these future
entitlements and/or approvals.

Surronnding Land Uses and Setting:

The project site is vacant and generally characterized by relatively flat topography and common urban non-
native distutbed vegetation. The site is bounded to the notth by the Central Main Canal and east by
restricted access to Hwy. 111, T'o the south, the site is bounded by existing Commercial Highway uses and

vacant land. To the west the site is bounded by vacant industeial land. The site is bounded to the north
and south by C-H Zoning, to the west by Industrial Zoning.

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: N/A

EESEITIOTIE
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5. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
Lhe environmental factors checked below would be poteantially affected by this project, invelving at least
one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

I:] Aesthetics L—_’ Agriculioral & Vosesiy Resources D Adp Qualit)’

[] Biological Resousces [ Cultural Resonrces ] Geology / Soils

[ ] Greenhouse Gas Emissions (] Hazards & Haz. Materials ] Hydrology/Water Qual.
[ ] Land Use / Planning [ Mineral Resousces L] Noise

] Population Housing [} Public Services [7] Recreadon

U] Transportation/Traffic [] Utilities/ Services Systermns

l:l Mandatory Finding of Significance

C. DETERMINATION:
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

D I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the envitonment, there
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or

agreed to by the project propoment. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be
prepared.

[

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant vnless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1} has been
adequately analyzed in an eatlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been

addressed by mitigation measures based on the eailier analysis as described on attached sheets. An

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that
rerain to be addressed.

I:I 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because

all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an eatlier EIR or NEGATIVE,
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standatds, and (b) have been avoided ox mitigated putsuant
to that eardlier IR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing furthet is required.

A
} ; /
ANt ' ) .
N B IRy
%«ltﬂ’? f“} W &= Ikt ()
Armando 64 Villy
Director of Planning
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i, AESTHETICS. Would the proposal:
a) _Have 2 substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X
) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, bus
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic X
buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantially degrade the existing visual charactes or %
quality of the site and its surroundings?
d} Create a new source of substantial light or glare,
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views X
in the area?

2. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricoltural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation s an optional model to nse in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, ace significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including
the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would

the project:

ay Convert Piime Farmiand, Unique Farmland, ox
Barmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural
use?

X

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or
a Williamson Act contract?

¢)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resousces Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resoutces Code section 4526), or timberand zoned

Timbesrland Production {as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment

which, due to their location or nature, could result in

conversion of Farmland, to non-agricnltural uge?

3. AXR QUALITY. Where available, the significance critesia established by the applicable air quality

management ot ais poilution control district may be relied wpon to make the following determinations.

Would the projeci:

2) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the

applicable air quality plan? X
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute

substantially to an existing or projected air quality X

violation?

GPA No. 201002
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Lizse Than
Significamt
Wit Less Mo
Poveniially | Mitigation Than v
Sigmificant | Incorporatio | Significan | pac
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¢) Resultin a camulatively considerable net increase of

any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state 3
ambient air quality siandard (including releasing
emissions, which exceed quantitative thresholds for
0Z0NE PIECUrsors)?

d} Eaxpose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant %
concentrations?

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantlal
number of people?

Less Than
Significant

Porentiakly
Significant

With
Mivigation
Incosporatio

Less
Than
Significan

Issues Impact ] i Impact

4. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified a5 2 candidate, sensitive, or special staius
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or UJ.S. Fish and Wildlife Secvice?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

c} Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, ete) through direct

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
oz with established native tesident or migratory

wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife inusery sites?

€y Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resoutces, such 25 3 tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional
ot state habitat conservation plan?

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the projeci:

2) Canse a substantial adverse change in the

significance of a historical resource as defined in
15065?

GPA No 2010 {2 é‘ZCNa 2010 02

Tnitial Study & Negative Declaration No. 2070-02

Page 13

Awngust 2010



fess Than
Significant
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Sigoificant | lecorporatie | Sigmifican e
Issues Toapaci b3 t Impact Tnopact
b) Cause a substantal adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursnant X
to § 15064.5?
¢) Directly or indirectly desttoy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic X
feature?
d) Disturb any hwman remains, including those 5
interred outside of formal cemeteries?
6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the projec:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
advesse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, ox ®
death involving:
Less Than
Significani
VWith No
Potentially | IMitigation Less Than | Im
Significant | Imcorporatio | Significant | pac
Issues Lapaci it Impact 3
) Rupture of 2 known earthquake fault, a5 delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning map, issued by the State Geologist for the
area of based on other substantial evidence of a X
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
i) Strong seismic ground shaking? X
i) Selsmic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? X
iv) Landslides? X
b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoeil? P4
¢) Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or thai would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, kquefaction
or collapse? X
&) Be located on expansive sod, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial X
risks to life or propesty?
€) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems X
where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

7. Vii. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or

indirectly, that may have 2 significant impact on the
environment?

= T T e T T e
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With No
Poremitally | Mivigation Legs Than | L
Sigwmificant | Incosporatio | Sigwificant | pac

_ lisgues Linpace noo Timpace | ¢
by Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adepted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 5z
greenhouse gases? )

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, Would the projeci:

ay Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use of e
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonable foreseeable vpset and %
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous -
materials into the environment?

¢} Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely

. hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one- hie
quatter mile of an existing or proposed scheol? ‘

d) Belocated on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government code Section 65962.5 and, as 2 result, would X

it create a significant hazard 1o the public or the
environment?

€) For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
or a public airport ot public use airport, would the project

X
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project arear?
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f) Ifora project within the vicinity of a pyivate airsteip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people X
residing or working in the project area?
g Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan og X
emergency evacuation plan? .
h) Expose people or structores to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildlang fices,
mcluding where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized X
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?
% HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a} Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies ot
intesfere substantially with groundwater recharge,
such that there would be a net deficit in aguifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwates table X
level {e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to 2 level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
¢)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream ox river, in a manner which X
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-siter?
d} Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially X
increase the rate o¢ amount of surface runoff in a
manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?
€) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned e
stormwater dratnage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?
f) _ Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X
g Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard atea as
mapped on a fedesal Flood hazard Boundary of %
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?
k) Place within 100-year flood hazard area struceures, X
which would impede or redirect flood fiows?
iy Expose people ot structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, inclnding
flooding as a result of the failure of 2 levee ot dam?
1) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mmdflow?
10. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
_a) _ Physically divide an established community? | | X
GPA No. 2010-02 & ZC INo. 2070-02 Page 16
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b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general ¥
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning >
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an envicronmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation

4
plan or natural community conservation plan? , Ao _E\_‘____”__"‘
1i. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the pioject: ,
2)  Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral

resource that would be a value to the region and the p
residents of the state?

b) Resultin the loss of availability of 2 locally
nportant mineral resource recovery site delineated 3
on 2 local general plan, specific plan or other land : . '
use plan?

12. NOISE. Would she project vesult in: .

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels
in excess of standards established in the local general

. : . - H

plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

b) IExposure of persons to or generation of excessive e
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

©) A sobstantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing X
without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in

~ ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

levels existing without the project?

e) For a project located within an aitport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,

X

X
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project atea to excessive noise levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or working *

i the project area 1o excessive noise levels? 7
13. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the pro
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for exarople, by proposing new X
homes and businesses) or indicectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of teplacement X
housing elsewhere?
¢) Displace substantial numbess of people,

necessitating the construction of teplacement X
housing elsewhere? .

col:
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4. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project vesuli im substantial advesse physical impacis associzied with

the piovision of new oz physically altered govevnmental facilities, need for new o physically alteced
govennmental facifities, the constructdon of which could cause significant envitonmeitial iEapacis, in
order to mainiain accepiable seivice saiios, response vinves or other peiformance objectives for any of

the public services:

a)

Fire protection?

X

b)

Police protection?

X

c)

Schools?

X

d)

Parks?

X

€)

Other public facilities?

X

5. RECREATION.

Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreationsl facilities, such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would oceur or be
accelerated?

b)

[T erx e

GPA No. 201002 & 7C No, 2070-02

* require the construction ot expansion of recreational

Does the project include secreational facilities or

facilities, which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

X

16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would ihe project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and

freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change i air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location
that zesults in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design featuse
{e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible vses (e.g., farm equipment)?

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Condlict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities,
or otherwise decrease the petformance or safety of such
facilities?

17, UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would ihe project:

b7 yI e P~
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a4) DBxceed wastewater treatment requirements of the %

applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? i

"b)  Requize or result in the construction of new wates
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of % v
existing facilities, the construction of which could B
cause significant environmental effects?

¢} Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environimental effects?

dy Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources or
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

¢}  Resultin a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider, which serves or may secve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommoedate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and X
regulations related to solid waste?

18, MANDATORY FINDIMNGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate 2 plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history ox prehistory?

b} Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
{'Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and
the effects of probable future projecis.)

¢}  Does the project have environmental effects, which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human X
beings, cither ditectly or indirectly?

T e T e e e ey e e e gy =]
GPA No. 2010-02 & ZC Np. 2010-02 Page 19
Initial Stndy ¢ Negative Declaration No. 2010-02 Awgust 2010

T B I =




V. HNVIRONMEMNTAL ANALYSIS

This section provides an evaluadon of the inpact categories and questions contained in the Envirommental
Checldist.

L AESTHETICS (z thi d)

ay Have a substzmtial adverse effect on a scenic vista? No Impact
b} Substantislly damage scemic iesoutces, incloding, bui not limited to, tiees, roclk owicroppings,
and historic buildings within 2 State Scenic Highway? No lnpact

¢} Subsiantially degrade the existing viswal charactes or quality of the site and its sutroundings?
Mo Impact

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the arez? No Impact

Discussion

The City of Calexico is located along the border of the United States and Mexico, in the Imperial Valley azea.
The core of Calexico consists of residential, commercial, industrial, park/open space and public facilities uses.
"The surrounding areas consist primarily of agricultural land. The New River runs along the western edge of
Calexico and the Alamo River is located beyond the Calexico city limits toward the east. The General Plan EIR
states that the specific scenic resoutces or unique featutes do not exists within or adjacent to the city limits.
State Hwy 98 and 111 run through the City but have not been identified as State Scenic Highways.

The General Plan Atnendment and cortesponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow fox
future use of the project site for residential purposes. No specific project 1s being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration ate conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
applications are being proposed in ordet to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Flement and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
tncome levels. Physical development is not being proposed or analyzed in this environmental document. Any
future development of the project site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of
Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design Reviews, grading petmits, etc. Bach of these requited entitlements and
approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine on
a case-by-case basis if further envitonmental documentation and analyses are required for any of these future
entitlements and/or approvals. Consequently, there is no relevance to this issue and no impacts are expected.
Futute development applications submitted for patcels within the subject area would be subject to additional
environmentsl review, which would ensute that impacts to aesthetics are minimized. In addition, future
projects would be subject to building, design, landscaping, and lighting requirements found in the City of
Calexico Municipal Code (CMC), which would enhance the aesthetic quality of development within the City.
Accordingly, Section 16.16, regarding design of tentative map with street lighting plans ate required to be
reviewed by the City Engineer, Section 17.03 regarding residential zones, and Section 17.17 regarding site plan

review require future project to adhere to acceptable design standards. Since no site-specific project 1s being
reviewed at this time, impacts to aesthetics are deerned No Impacis.

i, AGRICULTURE RESOURCES (a thru c)

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Fagmland, or Farmland of Statewide Impostance (Farmland),

as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Fagmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
GPA No. 201002 & ZC Ne. 2010-02 Page 20
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the Californiz Resovrces Agency, W nom-agiiculinral vee? Mg Inppact
b} Confiict with existng zoning for agriculineal use; or 2 Williamson Act contract? No Ippact

e} dTnvolve other changes ki the existing enviromment which, due 0 theli location or nature, could
tesult in conversion of Farmland, to nor-agricultural wse? No Impac

Discussion

The Soil Candidate Listing for Prime Farmland and Farmland of Statewide Importance in Imperial County
(2005) in conjuncton with the Soil Survey of Imperial County, California (1981) lists soils in the City that are
considered Prime Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance. 'The following soils ate found within the -
city limits: Indio Loam, Holtville Siity Clay, Leloland very fine sandy loams, Vint and Indo very fine sandy
loams, Glenbar Clay Loamn, and Meloland and Holtville Loams. In addition, the following soils of Statewide
Impostance are found within the City: Imperial Silty Clay, Niland gravelly Sand, and Imperial Glenbar silty clay
Loams. However much of Calexico has been developed, resulting in a loss of Prime Faimland and Farmland
of Statewide Impoztance. Additionally, the subject site has not been farmed in over 30 years and is considered
infifll.  Purthermore, future development projects within the project site would be required to undeigo
mdividual envitonmental review to determine potential impacts to existing agricultural uses and to implement
General Plan Goals and Policies related to conservation of agricultuial resoutces including, but not limited to

Policy 6 found in the General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element and Policy 16 found in the Land
Use Element.

The General Plan Amendiment and cosresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
futuxe use of the project site for residential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since
the applications are being proposed in oxder to ensure conformnity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. Physical development is not being proposed at or analyzed in this environmental document.

Consequently, impacts related to conservation of agsicultural lands to other uses would be considered No
Impacits.

TIT. ATR QUALITY (a then )
2)

b)

Conflict with ox obsteuct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? Less than Significant

Violate any air guality standard or comixibute substantially to an existing o pxo;ected ale guality
violadon? Less than Significant

c) Result in ¢ cumulaiively considerable net increase of any critesia pollutant for which the project
region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard

(including releasing emissions which exceed quaniitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? Less
than Significan

d) Expose sensiijve receptors to substantial pollutant concentraiions? Less than Significant

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting 2 substantial number of people? Less than Significant

Discussion

The City of Calexico is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB), which is under the jusisdiction of the
Impenal County Alr Po]luuon Conttol D1str1ct (ICAPCD) The SSAB con31st of all the Impenal County and
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the southeast portion of Rivesside County. The City of Calexico is required to comply with ICAPC
directive and standards.

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed m osder to allow for
futuze use of the project site for residential pusposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducied as 2 policy-level analyses and not project-level, since
the applications are being proposed in order to ensute conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. Impacts to Air Quality would be largely due to taffic related emissions based on wip
generation rates published by the I'TE (Institute of Transportation Bngineers) Manual. It is estimated that
proposed tesidential uses would generate less traffic than the comroetcial use under the existing Genexal Plan
and Zoning. As a result, the proposed applications are expected to have lesser impacts on. aii quality that

would result from the development of the project site putsuant to exssting General Plan and Zoning
designation. Potential impacts ate expected to be Less Than Significant.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (a thyu £

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly o thiough habitat modifications, on any species
identificd as a candidate, sensitive, ox special status species in local or regional plans, policies, ot

regulations, or by the Califoinia Depariment of Fish and Game o 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Sexvice?
Mo Impact

b) Have a substantial adverse effect om any riparian habitat or other sensitive natusal COTMINUIY

identified im local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Departinent of Fish
and Gaine or U.S, Fish and Wildlife Sexvice? No Impact

¢} Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Sectiemn 404 of the
Clean Water Act (inclnding, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.

) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, ot other means? No Impact :

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resideat og maigratory fish or wildlife

species o1 with established native resident or migratory wildlife corcidors, or mmpede the use of
native wildlife nuisery sites? Neo Impact

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological iesoutces, such as a wee
preservation policy or ordinance? No Tmpact

fy Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservaiion Plan, Nasnzal Community

Consetvation Plan, or other appioved local, regional, ot state habitat conservaiion plan? No
Lmpact

Discussion

The Imperial Valley including the City of Calexico provides a tnix of arid desect and wetland habitat ateas that
can support a boatd range of wildlife species. These species include both native and introduced species, as
well 45 year-round and migrant species. Latge, actively cultivated areas provide foraging habitat for numerous
birds and small mammals. According to the Calexico General Plan EIR, the wildlife species that occur in
Imperial County can be grouped into the following three types: those that tolerate intense human activity in.
an uthan environment, those that ate seemingly tolerant of agricultural activities, and those that avoid arcas

frequented by humans. The first two groups of wildlife are the most prevalent throughout Imperial County
and Calexico.

RNy
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The General Plan BIR indicate that a seaich of the Califormis Naguzal Diversity Database (CINDIDEB) was

conducted for the Calexico General Plan Area and surrounding US Geologic Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute
topography quadrangle (Calexico, Heber, Mouvnt Signal, Secley, Bl Centio and Holiville West). Sensirive
Pants documented within the vicinity include Abram’s spurge, chaparral sand-verbena, sand food, neide,
brown turbans, and haiy stick leat, Sensitive wildlife species documented within the vicinity include

busrowing owl, yellow warbles, ferruginous hawk, Yuma clapper rail, Colorado River Toad, and fiat-tail
horned lizazd.

It should be noted that, to a large extent, the City of Calexico has been disturbed by human activity and does
not provide suitable habitat for special-status plan and wildlife species. Lands suttounding the developed atea
of Calexico are primatily used for agricultural purposes. However, within the developed areas of Calexico,
the New River and land adjacent to the sivers, as well as irrigation ditches and canals, potentially provide

habitat for sensitive species, lands used for agriculture provide habitat for the bortowing owl, as well as
foraging and roosting habitat for migratory birds that winter in the area.

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site residential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. In addition, future development within the project site will be required to undetrgo a project-
specific review and approval to adhere to General Plan goals and policies related to preservation of biological
tesources. Consequently, there is no relevance to this issne and no impacts are expected. Ne fimpacis

V. CULTOURAL RESOURCES (2 thiu d)

a) Cause a substaniial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource zs defined in
§15064.52 No Impact

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an aichacological resource pursnant o
§ 15064.52 No lmpact

¢) Ditectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleoutological tesonsce or site or unigue geologic
feame? MNo Impact

d) Distueb any human retnains, including those interred outside of formnal cemeteries? No Impact

Discussicmn

The City of Calexico was inco:tporated in 1908. Calexico is situating directly along the border of the United
States and Mexico, adjacent to the city of Mexicali, Baja California, Mexico. Calexico’s post of entry is a major
entrance point for thousands of persons as well as large amounts of goods traveling between the two countries.
The all Amesican Canal, which was constructed during the 1930°s and first carried water to the imperial valley
in 1940 is recorded historic water conveyance structure in additional to the all American Canal. Typically, the
buildings and waterworks features associated with the irrigation systemms of the early 20t century are considered
historic resousces. Approximately 200 historic sites have been recorded in Impertal County and, according to
the Calexico General Plan EIR, the majority of the historic sites have most likely been impacted by agricultural
activities and the construction of towns. However, one America-period site has been designated a historic
monument for being the location of where the first irrigation water entered the county. The historic
monument is Jocated 2 fee feet from the border on Barbara Worth Road, between Calexico and the Alamo

River. In addition, the Old City Hall, Ol Public Library (Carnegje Library} and Women’s Improvement Club
buildings could be considered State Histonc Resources
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The General Plan Amendiment and corresponding Zone Chaage are being proposed in order to allow for
futuse use of the project site for sesidential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaiation are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not projeci-level, since the
applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the -City’s Genesal Plan, 2009 Housing
Blement and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels, In addition, future development within the project site will be required to undergo a project-
specific review and appioval to adhete to General Plan goals and policies in the Land Use, Public
Facilities/Sexvices, and Econoinic Development Blements related to, preservation of historic tesources as well
as Hederal, State requitements. Consequently, no impacts ate expected. No Impacts

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS (z thiu i)

2) Expose people or stinctures o potential subsiantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injuiy, or death involving:

b) Rupiure of 2 known earthguake fault, as delineaied on the most recent Alguist-Priolo
Easthguake Fault Zoning map, issned by the State Geologist for the atea ot based on other

substantal cvidence of 2 known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42. No Impacs

€) Suong seismic ground shaking?
dy Seismic-related ground failure, including Lquefaction?
e) Landslides? Neg Impact

fy Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

g} Be located on a geologic unit ot soil that is wnstable, or that wonid become unstable as a

resuit of the project, and potentally resukt in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

h) Be located on expansive scil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Unifosm Building Code
(1994), cicating substantial risks to life ot properiy?

i) Have soils capable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewates
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

Discussion

According to the Calexico General Plan EIR, the City of Calexico lies within 2 seismically active region. The
County of Imperial General Plan estimates that minor earthquakes will affect cettain pottions of Tmperial
County evety few months. In addition, Imperial County will most likely experience a moderately damaging
effect every five years; and at least once every fifty years, 2 majox earthquake will most likely occur. Within the
last 35 yeats, Calexico has been damaged due to the movements of four major faults in the San Jacinto Fault
Zone (Le, The Tmperial and supesstition Hills Fault). Recently, Calexico was struck by a 7.2 earthquake (Easter
Quake 2010) that damaged most buildings in downtown (unreinforced buildings).

Also, the possibility exists in the City for geologic hazards such as liquefaction and subsidence, as well as
mudslides near the tivers and canals.
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Aquefaction, seridement, ground luiching, ground displacement along the fault line, and landshdes are ofier the

secondary effecis of earthquakes. The sois in the Salton Trough, which includes the city of Calexico, have
properties that could facilitate these effects, ncluding winconsolidated soils, high proundwater, and saturated
soils, Although the City of Calexico 1s subject to the hazaids associated with a seismically aciive region
adherence to the most recent constinction and maintensnce piactices, such as the 2007 Californiz Buiding
Code (CBC), by development projects will lessen impacts from known geologic hazards.

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential puposes. Mo specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Inidal Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. In addidon, future development within the project site will be recuired to undezgo a project-
specific review and approval to adhere to Design Review standards and to comply with the General Plan goals

and policies related to geologic hazards, as well as the regulations contained i the 2007 CBC. Consequently
unpacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

VII GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a}y Generaie greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

) Confiict with an applicable plan, pelicy or regulation adopted for the purpsse of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases?

Discrssiom

The City of Calexico is located within the Salton Sea Air Basin (SSAB), which is under the juisdiction of the
Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD). The SSAB consist of all the Imperial County and

the southeast portion of Riverside County. The City of Calexico is required to comply with ICAPCD
directive and standards.

The Genersl Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in ordet to allow for
future use of the project site for residential purposes. Mo specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration will be conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since
the applications ate being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. Impacts to greenhouse gas emissions would be latgely due to traffic related emissions based
on ttip generation rates published by the ITE (Institute of Transportation Engineers) Manual. It is estimated
that proposed residential uses would generate less traffic than the commercial use under the existing General
Plan and Zoning. As a result, the proposed applications are expected to have lesser impacts on greenhouse
gas emissions that would result from the development of the project site pursvant to existing General Plan
and Zoning designation. Potential impacis ate expected to be Less Than Significant.

VI, HAZARDS AWND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (a thu h)

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environmesnt fﬂhmugh the routine wansport, use o
disposal of hazardous materials?

) Creaie a significant hazacd to the public or the environment throungh ieasonable foreseeable
wpset and accideni coandidons involving the release of hazaidous materials into the
enviromrment?
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Hindt hazardous emissions or handle hazardous ox acuiely hazardous maieriale, swbsimnces, or
waste within one-quarter weile of an existing or proposed school?

d) DBe located on a site which is included om a list of hazaidows marerials sites comypiled pursuant to

Governiment code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would i create 2 sigmificant hazard o the
public or the enviromment? No Inapact

e} [Forx a project locaved within an airpert land use plan or, whete such a plam has ot been adopted,

within two miles or 2 public airport or public use airpori, would the picject result in 2 safety
hazaud for people residing or working in the project avea?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airsteip, wonld the pioject result in 2 safety hazard
for people residing ox wesking in the project area? No Impact

£} Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adepted emergency response plan or
einergency evacuation plan? No Impact

h) Expose people or structures to 2 significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fites,

inchiding where wildlands ace adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands? No Impact

Discugsion

Accidents can occur in the production, use and transport and disposal of hazardous matetials. Hazardous
matetials are used in Calexico for a variety of purposes including manufacturing, service industries, small
businesses, agriculture, medical clinics, schools and households. In addition, several interstate, highways and

tafitoads traverse the City of Calexico. The transpottation routes include By 98 and 111 and the Southern
Pacific Railroad.

The City of Calexico does not have direct authority to tegulate the transportation of hazardous materials on
State highways and rail lines, but the US Depattment of Transportation (DOT) regulations establish criteria for
safe handling procedures. Federal Safety Standards are also included in the California Administrative Code. In

addition, the California Health Services Department regulates the haulers of hazardous waste, but does not
regulate all hazardous marerials.

The General Plan Amendment and costesponding Zone Change ate being proposed in order to allow for
futute vse of the project site for residential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declatation are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
applications are being proposed in otder to ensute conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Blement and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for afl
income levels. In addition, future development within the project site will be requited to undergo a project-

specific review and approval to adhere to General Plan goals (Safety Element Policy 5) and policies telated to,
hazardous material as well as Federal, State requitements. Consequently, no impacts are expected. No
Impacis '

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY (a thi §)

2) Violate any water quality standards or waste dischasge requirements?

T O e ey
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suich that vhere weould be 2 net deilclt in aguifer velmme or 2 loviering of the local groundvraier
table level {e.g., the producton raie of pre-exicdng nearby wells would drop o & level which
would not support existing land wses or planned wses for which penmiis have been granied)?

2} Substantially alter the ewisung deainage pmu,m aff

aleeration of the course of 2 siveam or wiver, in &
off-site?

dae slie or aica, Incleding theough dhe
manner whick would result in flooding on- or

1) Substaniially alier the existing deainage patiern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a sweam oi rivei, o substantally incicase the rate or amount of
sutface runoff in 2 manner, which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e} Create or comitibute romoff water which would exceed the capacity of exisiing ov planned
stotmwaier drainage systems ox provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

fy Oiherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard ares as mapped on a federal Flood hazard
Boundasy of Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within 2 100-year flood hazard atea structures, which wounld impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or stinctures to a2 significant sk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flocding as a result of the failure of 2 levee or dam?

1 Inuadation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow? No Lupact

Discussion

Water quality for all the surface and water and groundwater for the Impesial County including the city of
Calexico 1s regulated under the jurisdiction of the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board
(CRBRWQCB), Region 7. The jurisdictional area of the CRBRWQCB is separated into six different planning
areas. The City of Calexico lies within the Imperial Valley Planning Atea, which covers 2,500 square miles.
According to the General Plan EIR, ground wates is not used as a source of diinking water in the City of
Calexico. Within Calexico’s Sphete of Influence, (SOI), the sub-surface water table in agricultural areas ranges
from six to eight feet below the ground surface. The ground water is close to the surface in part due to
irrigation from imported water sources and the presence of fine textured soils that inhibit percolation. The
groundwater 1s highly saline and deirimental to plan growth; therefore, the Imperial Valley contains extensive
undetrground tile drain systems to drain water from within crop toot zones. Conversion to utban land uses
may result in local lowering of the groundwater table, but this would not be substantial or detritnental because
groundwater techasge is estimated to be approximately 400,000 acre feet pet year. The General Plan

determined that even after build-out, agriculture will continue to be the dominant land use in the region and
‘because ground water in not a scutce of potable water.

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change ate being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
- applications ate being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing

Element and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. In addition, future development within the project site will be required to undergo a project-
specific teview and approval to adhere to City policies and the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality
Conttol Board (CRBRWQCB) Reglon ? regula.uons related to, hydrology and water quality as well as Fedexal
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State requisements.  All futuse development would be required to comply with the Ciry’s National Pollutant
Lischarge Blimination System (NPDES) petinit and comply with appropiiate NPDES and Best Management
Practices segulations. Consequendy, impacts are expecicd to be Less Than Significant.

X, LAND USE AND PLANNING (2 thru ¢)
a) Physically divide an established community?

by Coanflict with amy applicable lend use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction
ovei ihe project (including, but not Hmited to the geneial plan, specific plan, local coastal

progiann; of zoning oidinance) adopted for the puwipose of avolding or mitigating an
envirommental effect?

¢y Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or namusl community conservation pland
Mo fmpact

Discussion

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in ordes to allow for
future use of the project site for residential puposes. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (FHIDR) usage. The

proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industsial (I) to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre).

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as 2 policy level analyses and not project-level,
since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in this envitonmentzal document. Any future development of the project
site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design
Reviews, grading permits, ctc. Each of these required entitlements and approvals ate defined as “projects”
according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropiiate, the City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if further

environmental documentation and analyses ate tequired for any of these future entitlernents and/or
approvals. Consequently, impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES (2 thru b)

a) Result in the loss of availability of 2 known mineral resousce that would be a value to the region
and the residents of the state? No Impact

b) Resuli in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resousce tecovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? No Empact

Discussion

Accotding to the General Plan EIR, 2 wide vatiety of minerals are found throughout Imperial County. Gold,
gypsum, sand, gravel, lime, clay, and stone are presently extracted for profit. Industria materdals such as
kyanite, mineral filters, (ie., clay, limestone, sercite, mica, and tuff), salt, potash, calcium chloside, manganese,
and sand are also mined. In 2000, the Department of Conservation mapped seven principal mineral
proceeding localities in the County of Imperial that included sand, gravel, gypsum, clay and gold. Two
locations where clay, sand and gravel are mined ate located tn the proximity to the City of Calexico.

AR I LA ey
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According to the Couaiy of lmpeaal General Plan, geothermal plants or mineral recovery plants do not exisi
within the City of Calexico. Geothermal rescuices are present in the area underlying the City’s SOI, however,
the resouzce areas is far greater than the 2rea subject too futre wrbanization. Ceasequently, impacts to mineral

and geothermal resources and resouice recovery from the implementation of the Ciy’s General Plan were not
determined to be significant.

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level,
since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan
Housing Rlement and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this fime or analyzed in this environmental document. Any future development of the project
site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including T'ract Maps, Design
Reviews, grading permits, whete impacts to mineral resources will be evaluated. Each of these required
entitlements and approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropiiate, the City
shall determine on 2 case-by-case basis if further environmental documentation and analyses are required for

any of these future entitlements and/or approvals. Consequently, there is no relevance to this issue and no
impacts ate expected. No Impacis

KL, ™WOISE (a thiw f
2} Exposure of persons to ox gencration of moise levels in excess of siandayds cstablished in the
loczl general plan or noise ordinance, ox applicable siandards of other agencies?

b)

Exposure of persens to or generaiion of excessive groundbomne vibradon or groundborne noise
levels?

¢} A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity a2bove levels
esxtisting without the project?

d) A substantial temporaty or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels extsting without the project?

¢} For a project located within an airport land vse plan ox, where such a plan has not been adopied

2
within (wo miles of a public aitport or public use airport, would the pioject expose people
iesiding or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) Fot a project within the vicinity of 2 private airsivip, would the project expose people tesiding or
working in the project azea to excessive noise levels? Ne Impact

Discussiomn

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential purposes. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH} use to High Density Residential (HDR) usage. The

proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industrial () to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acte).

‘This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level

since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Pln

Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being

proposed at this time or analyzed in this environmental document. Impacts to Noise would be latgely due to
traffic related emissions based on tuip generation rates published by the ITE (Institute of Transportation
Engmeexs) Manual It is esnmated that proposed If:SIdE’.ntlul uses would | generate less trafﬁc than the
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commercial use under ihe existing Generzl Plan and Zonng,  As

s a result, the propesed applications are
expected to have lesser impacts on noise that would resulr from the developiment of the project site pursuang

to existing Genesal Plan and Zoning designation. Potential impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

KL POPULATION AND HOUSING (2 duw ¢)

2} Induce subsianiial population growth in an aiea, cither directly (for example, by proposing new

homes and businesses) o indirectly (for esample, through extension of toads or othes
infrastrnciwie)? (Less than Significant)

Dispiace substantial numbers of existing housing, nmecessitating the consituction of teplacennent
housing elsewhere? (No Impact)

¢} Displace subsiantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement howsing
elsewhere? (INo Impac)

Discussion

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential purposes. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (HDR) usage.  ‘The

proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industrial () to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre).

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level,
since the applications ate being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development s not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in this eavironmental document. Regardless, when eventual construction
of site specific projects associated with the proposed applications occur, it will induce population growth
ditectly. However, development associated with the proposed project was included in the Calexico General
Plan EIR’s analysis of population and housing impacts. ‘The General Plan EIR found that build-out of the
Genetal Plan would tesult in significant and unavoidable impacts related to population and housing; therefore
a Statement of Overriding Consideration was prepared prior to approval of the General Plan EIR.
Additionally the 2009 Calexico Housing Flement found that housing stock and availability was deficient. As
a result, the Housing Element and its Negative Declaration mandated the conversion of a minimal of 15 acres
of land to multifamily residential to facilitate construction of housing for all income levels. Because the
proposed project would facilitate implementation of the Housing Blement ditectives for which environmental
clearance has been granted, impacts to population and housing are considered Less Than Significant.

Any future development of the project site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of
Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design Reviews, grading permits, etc. Bach of these required entitlements
and approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall
determine on a case-by-case basis if further environmental documentation and analyses are required for any

of these future entitlements and/or approvals. Consequently, impacts are expected to be Less Than
Significant.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES (a theu e)

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new ox
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services and n
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expected.

a)  Fire proteciion?

b} Folice proteciion?

=Y Schoels?

d} Parks?

e) Other public facilities?

Discussion

Fire Proiection

The City of Calexico Fite Department is responsible for providing fire protection and emergency medical
services within the city limits of Calexico. The fire depattment aims to maintain a standard ratio of 1.5
firefighters per 1,000 residents, and two administrative suppost staff per 27,000 residents. The Calexico Fire
Department is a member of the Imperial Valley Firefighters Strike Force, which is responsible for responding
to firte emergencies throughout California. The department is also a member of the Imperial Valley

Hazardous Materials Response Team and is available to respond to hazardous matetials emergencies
throughout Imperial County.

There are two fire stations located within city limits, which employ a total of 33 professional firefighters
mcluding one Fire Chief, one Fire Marshal, one administrative assistant, and one secretary. The average
tesponse time from either station 1s currently five plus minutes, depending on traffic. Both fire stations are
responsible for fire suppression, rescue, emergency medical response, fite prevention, and education. Tn
addition, the fire department provides Fire and Advanced Life Support (ALS) ambulance services to the
community and its visitors and responds to emergency medical setvices using a combination of first
responder paramedic engines and teuck companies, which operate from the two fire stations.

The fire stations locations are:

[¢]

Fire Station No. 1 (Main Station)}—430 E. 5th Street. Located in the central pait of the City,
approximately 1.2 miles from the project site. This station houses five fire fighters on duty at 2}l times.
‘This station houses one 1994 Emetgency One engine with a 75-foot ladder, one reserve engine, and

two ALS ambulances with a minimum staff of three for the engine company and two for the
ambulance.

ire Station No. 2 (Substation)—900 Grant Street. Located in the western portion of the City,
approzimately 0.7 mile from the project site. Fire Station No. 2 houses one triple combination fire
engine and a triple combination teserve engine with a minimum staff of three assigned at the station.

Police Protection

Police protection is provided in the City of Calexico by the Calexico Police Department. The City has one
main station and two substations. The main station is located at 420 E. Sth Street and is 1.2 miles from the
project site. The two police substations are located at 100 Paulin Avenue, and at Nosotros Park. The two
substations have very limited police suppott, as one is located in pre-owned trailers and the second is located
downtown and is curtently used by the Parking Facilities Division. The Calexico Police Department has a
total of 49 sworn officers, for a staffing ratio of approximately 1.3 officers per 1,000 residents as of April
2007. The target ratio of the police department is two officers per 1,000 residents. The majority of the
officer’s wotk on beat, meaning each officer is assigned to patrol a section of the City. The City is currently
divided into four beats. The police department is equipped with 24 marked patrol cars, two motorcycle units,
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iZ unmatked cars, two Cushman imotorcycles (three-wheeled motoreycles for iraffic contiol), one nule (Four-
wheeled vehicle used for waffic control), and four police bicycles. There are four teams, all with 12 hour
shifts, and staffed with five officers, one supervisor, and six martked patrol cars per shifi.

Faiks

As of 2004, the city of Calexico has 22 paiks totaling more than 60 acres. All of the City’s parks are classifted
as either neighborhood parks or pocket parks. Parks that ase between five to 10 acres and serve one-half-mile
to one ~mile radius are considered neighborhood parks, and patks that are less than two acres and typically
only consists of playground equipment or picnic areas ate referred to as “pocket park™. According to the

General Plan EIR, Calexico has a great need for a large park, 2s 2 community patk, which would seive
approximately 20,000 residents and be roughly 20 to 50 acres in size.

Hospitais
Calexico has been without an operational hospital since 1997 when the Heffernan Memorial Hospital

officially closed. The primary hospitals that serve the residents of Calexico are the ElCentto Regional
Medical Center and Pioneers Memorial Hospital in Brawley.

El Centro Regional Medical Center is a 165-bed general acute care facility located 1 El Centro, California. It

is located at 1415 Ross Avenue, approximately eight miles northwest of the project site. The hospital’s
services include obstetrics, neonatal intensive care, pediatrics, general acute care, and intensive care.

Pioneers Memorial Hospital is an acute care facility located at 207 West Legion Road in Brawley, 20.5 miles
notth of the project site. This medical center serves the residents throughout the Imperial Valley. Pioneer
Memoiial Hospital has 107 beds. Among the services and specialties offered at this medical center are intensive

cate units, cardiopulmonary and respiratory, emergency room, surgical, women and children’s care, laboratory,
and radiology and imaging,

Schools

Calexico Unified School District (CUSD) provides educational services for the City of Calexico, CUSD has
approximately 9,000 students in six elementary schools, one high school, one continuation high school, two
juniot high schools, and on adult education center. CUSD employs 400 staff and 500 certificated personnel.
In addition, three private academic institution are located in Calexico, Our Lady of Guadalupe School (k-8),
Vincent Memorsal High School, (9-12), and Calexico Adventist Mission School (k-12), Calexico is also the

location of the Imperial Valley branch of San Diego State University, which serves over 900 upper division
students,

Pursuant to Senate Bill 50, the potential impacts on school services which may tesult from a site specific

. development project can only be mitigated by payment of statutory fee pursnant to Government Code
Section 65995(b). Therefore, the payment of the statutory fees would reduce the potential impacts of a future
development project to below a level of significance. ‘

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change ate being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential putposes. The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (HDR) usage. The

proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industrial (I) to RA,
Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acre).

This Initia]l Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level,

since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Consistent with Otdinance No. 1036,
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futuze development projects weuld be required to pay 2 Development Yrapact Fees (DIF) in order to offset
impect associated with appropriate provision of sexvices such as police, fire, parks, and water/sewer. Plyysical
development is not being proposed at this time or analyzed in this environmental document. Any foture
development of the project site could require additional entidements and approvals by the City of Calexico,
including Tract Maps, Design Reviews, geading pevinits, etc.  Each of these required eniitloments and
approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine
on a case-by-case basis if further environmental documentation and analyses ate required for any of these
future entitlements and/ox zpprovals. Consequently, impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

XV.RECREATION (a thre 1)

a) Would the project increase ihe vse of existing meighbothood and regional paiks or other

recteational facilities, such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur on
be accelerated?

b) Does the project include tecreatiomal facilisies ox require the construction or expansion of
receeational facilities, which might have an advesse physical effect on the envitonment?

Discussion

As of 2004, the City of Calexico has 22 parks totaling more than 60 acres. All of the City’s patks are classified
as cither neighborhood patks or pocket patks. A park that are between five to 10 actes and serve one-half-
mile to one —mile radius are considered neighborhood patks, and parks that are less than two acres and
typically only consists of playground equipment or picnic azeas are referred to as “pocket park”. According

to the General Plan EIR, Calexico has a great need for a latge park, as a community patk, which would serve
approximately 20,000 residents and be roughly 20 to 50 acres in size.

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being proposed in order to allow for
future use of the project site for residential purposes. No specific project is being proposed at this time. This
Initial Study and Negative Declaration ate conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since the
applications are being proposed in order to ensute conformity with the City’s General Plan, 2009 Housing
Blement and Zoning classifications within the project site by encouraging residential development for all
income levels. Consistent with Ordinance No. 1036, future development projects would be required to pay a
Development Impact Fees (DIF) in order to offset impact associated with appropriate provision of services
selated to parks. Physical development is not being proposed at this time ot analyzed in this environmental
document. Consequently, impacts related to recreation area considered to be Less Than Significant.

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC (a thin g)

a) Cause am imcrease im traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing waffic load and
capacity of the sireet system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle
wips, the volume te capacity ratio on toads, ok congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, cither individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county

congestion inanagement agency for designated soads or highways?

c) Resultin a2 chamge in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in twaffic levels ox a change
in location that results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantislly inctease hazards due to 2 design feature (c.g., sharp cuwives or damgerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., faim equipment)?
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e) Result in inadequate cmergency aceess?
f)  Resultin inadequate paiking capaciiy?

) Conflice with adopied policies, plans, or progranns suppoiting alternaiive transporiation (.o
Iy I s B K Ees
bus trnowis, bicycle racks)?

Discussion

According to the taffic study prepared for the General Plan EIR, all of the existing roadways that were
analyzed operate at acceptable level of service (LOS) — LOS A thiu C — except for SR 111 and SR 98, which
have segments that operate at LOS E and F. The following are the larger roadways that provide sexvice
throughout the City of Calexico. Imperial Avenue/SR 111; Bitch Street/SR 98, Second Street, Cole Boulevard,

Jasper Road, Dogwood Road, Kloke Road, Cesar Chavez Boulevazd, Andrade/Meadows Road and Bowker
Road.

The City of Calexico regulates the impacts of new development on the transportation system by requiring
payiment of Traffic Impact Fees as part of the Development Impact Fees required to be paid by developers as
part of specific development projects (Ordinance No. 1036). In addition, the City of Calexico regulates the

design of developiment to ensute proper emergency access and patking facilities and appropriate mitigation of
offsite infrastructure facilities.

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level,
since the applications ate being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in this environmental document. Any future development of the project
site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design
Reviews, grading permits, etc. Fach of these required entitlements and approvals are defined as “projects”
accotding to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine on case-by-case basis if further
environmental documentation and analyses are requited for any of these future entitlements and/or
approvals. Based on the tuip generation rates published in the Institute of Traffic Engineer’s (ITE) Manual,
the residential uses allowed under the proposed applications would result in less traffic than the commercial
uses allowed under the existing GP and zoning designations, as a result, the proposed applications are
expected to have lesser impacts on traffic than wonld result from development of the project site pursuant to
the existing commercial GP and zoning designations, and so the potential impacts are expected to be less
than significant. Consequently, impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

XVIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS (a thru g)

a) Exceed wastewater ireatment requitements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board? '

)

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or enpansion
off existing facilites, the construcdon of which could cause significant environmenial effects?

¢) Require ox result in the construciion of new stonm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmential effects? Less

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing emtitlements and
FESOUICES, OF ate new or expanded entitlements needed?

e} Result in a determination by the wastewater iteatment provider, which

SeEVEs Of may serve the
[ty Pl g T T T L e T e T e o o T g Ay e e T L N At T LI L e G T WE T Eri A T L R R CHe iy e
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preject that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
previdei’s eyisting com

eTEE Y

projecied demand in addition to die

) DBe served by o landfill with suificient penmitied capacity o accommodate ihe project’s colid
waste dicposal neede?

g) Comply with federal, seate, and local statutes and regulations relaied to solid waste?

Digcussion

Water Service

The City of Calexico’s raw water comes from the Colorado River and is distributed by the Impexial Trrigation
District (I1D) via the Al American Canal (AAC) near the Southern Pacific Railroad. Raw water is pumped
through a pipeline to the City’s 25 million gallon reservoir. The City has a total of three raw water pumps that
transfer water from the canal to the City’s raw water reservoir. The wates is then pumped from the reservoir
through 2 pipeline to the City of Calexico’s Water Treatment Plant (Calexico WITP) located at 545 Pierce
Avenue, which is one mile from the diversion point. The majority of the water that is imported from the
Colosado River is used for agiiculture irrigation (98 percent), while the remaining two percent of IID’s
allotment goes to municipalities such as Calexico. According to the City of Calexico Water Department, TID

delivered 3,097 million gallons of water to the City of Calexico in the year of 2005, while in the year of 2010,
4,750 million gallons of water are expecied to be supplied.

Calexico’s WIP has a capacity of 12 million gallons per day (mgd), which is capable of providing adequate
service for the entite city. The City’s raw water supply is stored in a single 25 mpd open water reservoir. The
finished water is stored in above-grade steel tanks on the treatment site. The City’s total storage capacity is 33
million gallons or approximately five days of storage at the current average daily flow (adf). Calexico’s WTP
has one finished water pump station that maintains water pressure for the City. The current peak Row rate is
17,500 gallons per minute (gpm) or 24 mgd. The cutrent system is operating in one pressure zone, which is
sustained by pumping only. Due to the City’s flat topography, thete are no reservoirs that can provide a

hydraolic gradient to sustain minimum pressutes required by uvsets. Therefore, this system is considered a
closed system.

Water Supply

(Groundwaier

Groundwater in the City of Calexico is of poor quality. With a high fluoride concentration and with Total
Dissolved Solids (TID5) ranging from. a few hundred to more than 10,000 milligrams per liter, Calexico’s
groundwater 1s not suitable for domestic use. The City’s groundwater also has a boton concentration that

exceeds the recommended levels for agricultural uses. Thus, Calexico’s groundwater cannot be used for either
domestic or irtigation uses.

Potable Waiter

The City of Calexico depends on the Colorado River for its sutface water. 11D imports raw water from the
Colotado River and delivers it, untreated, to the Calexico Watet Department. IID divests the water into the
AAC, an 82-mile gravity flow canal, at the Imperial Dam, 20 miles north of Yuma, Asizona. In 2005, IID

diverted 3,100,000 acre-feet (af) of water from the Colorado River to the Imperial Valley, including 3,097
million gallons to the City of Calexico.

eI
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The City of Calexico Water Depastiment is responsible for delivering potable water to the residents and
businesses in the city. Potable water is treated surface water, which, as noted above, is supplied by the
Colorado River to the City of Calexico using a variety of canals and pipelines owned and operated by 11D.
Once the water is weated, it is transferied to and stored i one of thiee above-ground tanks, which have a
commbined capacity of eight million gallons. In additon, there is a proposal 1o build a new six million gallon

above-ground storage tank near Cole Road and State Route 98 (SR-98). This tank would help serve future
growth in the City’s Sphere of Influence.

Stotmwater

According to the City of Calexico General Plan Draft EIR, there is cuttently no official flood control agency
in the Tmperial Valley. Drainage is dealt with through 2 combination of piping into the New River and
through IID main and lateral drains into the Salton Sea. The preferred way to handle urban stormwater
sunoff in the City is by discharging it into an ITD drainage canal that will cveniually drain into the Salton Sea.
Since these drainage canals are not designed to handle urban runoff, water detention basins are used to lmit
flow into the IID system. When necessary, stormwatet is diverted into the detention basins and systematically

released into the 1ID canals over an extended petiod of time allowing the drainage canals to move the water
toward the Salton Sea.

Wastewater

The City of Calexico operates its own system of wastewater collection and treatment. The sewer collection
systemn consists of pipes ranging from 6 to 30 inches in diameter throughout the existing city limits. Sewage
flows to the existing wastewater treatment plant (WWT' P) located in the southwest part of the City.
Accozding to the Calexico Public Works Department, the maximum daily capacity of the WWTP is 4.3 med,
though it only operates at approximately 70 percent capacity. The cutrent adf of the WWTP is approximately

2.7 mgd. Since the existing WWTIP is near capacity with the current population, the Service Area Plan (SAP)
anticipates that the existing facility will be upgraded.

The City’s wastewater is treated using activated sludge and aerated lagoon treatment systems to achieve
secondary treatment standards. Treated effluent is discharged into the New River. The current activated
sludge WWTP has an adf of 4.3 mgd and a peak daily flow capacity of 5.5 mgd. The process flow scheme
consists of headworks structure, ptimary clarifier, aeration tanks, secondary clarifiers, and sludge drying beds.
Lateral and trunk sewer lines discharge into one of the interceptor sewers; the South Interceptor Sewer
primatily serves east of the Southern Pacific Railroad and south of SR-98. Wastewater flows from the north
and west portions of the City discharge into the North Interceptor Sewer.

Solid Waste

Allied Waste provides solid waste collection and disposal services for the City of Calexico. The solid waste is
deposited in a 42-acte Allied Imperial Landfill located in the City of Impetial, which is considered a Class TII
landfill (non-hazardous waste). The yeatly permitted intake capacity of Allied Imperial Landfill is 1,700,090
tons and estimates predict that this landfill has adequate capacity to accommodate the City of Calexico’s solid
waste demand, including projected growth, for the next ten years. The site is also tequired to have recycling
collection and loading facilities in compliance with the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989,

which requires cities to divert 50 percent of their solid waste through source reduction, recycling, and
cormposting,

The General Plan Amendment and corresponding Zone Change are being propos
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futuze use of ihe project site for residential purposes. 'The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-
designate the site from Cemmercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential (FIDR) usage. The
proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial Highway (C-H) and Industrial () to RA,
Residential Apastment (12.1-20 vsnits/acie).

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level enalyses and not pioject-level,
since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Housing Flement and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in this environmental document. Consistent with Ordinance No. 1036,
future development projects would be required to pay a Development Impact Fees (DIF) in oxder to offset
impact associated with appropsiate provision of services related to water and sewes services. Any future
development of the project site could require additional entidlements and approvals by the City of Calexico,
including Tract Maps, Design Reviews, grading pesmits, ete.  Bach of these required entiflements and
approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine
on a case-by-case basis if further environmental documentation and analyses are requited for any of these
futore entitlements and/or approvals. Consequently, impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant.

T e s T IR
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V. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

I'he following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Scction 15005 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

ay Does the picject have the potential to degrade the quality of the envivonment, substantially
reduce the habitzt of a fish ot wildlife species, cause 2 fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, thecaten to chinninate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or

resivict the range of 2 vare oy endangered plant of animal or eliminate imporiant examples of the
major periods of Califormia histoiy or prehistory? INo Impact

The proposed General Plan Amendment would re-designate the site from Comumercial Highway (CH) use to

High Density Residential (HDR) usage. The proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commercial
Flighvray (C-F) and Industrial (I) to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1-20 units/acte).

The proposed project is a policy-level document and does not include site specific development proposals. All
future development projects would be requited to undergo site-specific enviconmental review, at which time
the impacts to biological resources would be determined and mitigation would be required to reduce the

project’s impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore the proposed project would have no mmpact on
special status species and sensitive natural comimunities.

b} Does the project have impacis that are individually bmited, but cumulatively comsidezalble?
(" Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of 2 project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projecis, the effects of other cusrent projects,
and the effects of probable futuie projects.) No Impact

This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level
since the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan
Housing Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time ot analyzed in this eovironmental document. Any future development of the project
site could require additional entitlements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design
Reviews, grading permits, etc, BEach of these required entitlemnents and approvals are defined as “projects™
according to CEQA. Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if further
environmental documentation and analyses ate requited for any of these future entitlements and/ox
approvals. Consequently, cumulative impacts are expected to be Less Than Significant. .

¢) Does the project have envirommental effects, which will cause substantal adveise effects on
human beings, either ditectly ot tndirectly? No Impact

"This Initial Study and Negative Declaration are conducted as a policy-level analyses and not project-level, since
the applications are being proposed in order to ensure conformity with the City’s General Plan, FHousing
Element and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being proposed at this
time or analyzed in this environmental document. Any future development of the project site could require
additional entiflements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Tract Maps, Design Reviews, grading
. petmits, etc. Each of these requited entitlements and approvals are defined as “projects” according to CEQA
Guidelines. As appropuiate, the City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if further environmental

documentation and analyses are required for any of these future entitlements and/or approvals. Consequently,
there is no relevance to this issue and no impacts are expected.
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FERSONS AN ORGANIZATIONS CONSWULTED:

This section identifies those pearsons who prepared or coniributed to preparation of this documerit. Fhi
section is prepared in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Guidelines.

A CITY OF CALEXICO

o Aumando G. Villa, Director of Planning & Comumunity Development

o Kirt Coury, Contract Project Planner

B. OTHER AGENCIES/ORGANIZATIONS
o City of Calexico Utllity Sesvices Department
o City of Calexico Police Station
o City of Calexico Fire Department
e Calexico Unified School District
o City of Calexico Public Library
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“City of Calexico General Plan EIR”, piepated by Webb Associates i 2006;

“City of Calexico 2009 Housing Element ND, prepared by Raney Associates 2008,
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION ~ City of Calesico

The following Negative Declaration is beiug circdated for public review in avcordance with the California Fnvironmental Queality
At Section 210971 and 21092 of the Parblic Resourves Code,

Pioject Namne: General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Zone Change No. 2010-02.
Project Applicant: City of Calexico, 608 Heber Avenue, Calexico, CA 92231,

Project Location: The project site is located at the notthwest corner of Scaroni Road and Robinson Avenue,
moze specifically described as Pascel 1 (APN 059-010-019) and Paicel 2 (059-010-020) of Parcel Map 59-010-
013 or Remainder Poriion of Parcel Map 11-88 (Refer to Exhibit “A™). The project site 15 vacant and generally
characterized by relatively flat topography and comrnon vrban non-native vegetation.

The site is bounded to the notth by the Central Main Canal and east by restricted access to Hwy. 111. To the
south, the site is bounded by existing Commercial Highway uses and vacant land. To the west the site is

bounded by vacant industrial land. The site is bounded to the notth and south by C-H Zoning, to the west by
Industrial Zoning.

Diescription of Project: The Genexal Plan Ameéadment and cortesponding Zone Change are being proposed
in order to allow for future use of the project site for residential purposes. The proposed General Plan
Amendment would re-designate the site from Commercial Highway (CH) use to High Density Residential

(HDR) usage.  The proposed Zone Change would rezone the site from Commmercial Highway (C-H) and
Industrial () to RA, Residential Apariment (12.1-20 units/acre).

"This Initial Stody and Negative

Declaration are conducted a5 a policy-level analysis and not project-
level,

since the applications are being proposed in order to ensute conformity with the City’s General Plan,
Houstag Blement and Zoning classifications within the project site. Physical development is not being
proposed at this time or analyzed in these environmental documents. Any future redevelopment of the
project site could require additional enttlements and approvals by the City of Calexico, including Tract Maps,
Design Reviews, grading permits, etc. Bach of these tequited entitlements and approvals aze defined as
“projects” according to CEQA Guidelines. As appropriate, the City shall determine on a case-by-case basis if

furthes environmental documentation and analyses are required for any of these future entitlements and/or
approvals.
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FINDING

This is to advise that the City of Calexico, acting as the lead agency, kas conducted an Initial Stady
to determine if dhe project may have a significant effect on the cnvitommental and js proposing s
Negative Declaraiion based wpon the followlng findings:

The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence that the project may have a significant
effect on the environment and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

l:l The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects bu:

{0 Proposals made o1 agreed to by the applicant befote this proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration was released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to
a point where clearly no significant effects would occut.

2) There is no substantial evidence befote the agency that the project may have a significant
effect on the environment.

(3) Mitigation measures are requited to ensure all potentially significant impacts ate reduced to
levels of insignificance.

A NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

If adopted, the Negaiive Declaration means hat an Eavirommental Impact Repoit will not be
requited. Reasons to support this finding are included in the attached Initial Study. The project file

and all related documents are available for review at the City of Calexico, Planning Division, 608
Heber Avenue, Calexico CA 92231 (760) 768-2105.

NOTICE

The public is invited w0 comment on the proposed Negative Declaration dusing the review period.

A
: ke
Nt R [\,E;
K50 1 AU A
Date of Determination Asmando G Villa, Directos of Planning
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ANELCE L RE L B L

RESGLUTION RO, 2000

[ RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING CORMISSION OF

THIE CITY OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OfF NEGATIVE
DECLARATION NQ. 201002 TO THE CHY COUNGIL.
FOR GFA No. 2010-02 & ZC No. 201@ 02, :

WHEREAS, The Gity of Calexico has submitted an application for a General Mar
Armendment and Zone Change for approximaiely 33.02 acres of land located at the
cornet of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson Avenue. The subject property can be
further described as the “remainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was
recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of parcel maps at Page 87 in the
Office of the County Recorder of imperial County on Sepiember 13, 2002; and

WREREAS, the General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Change of Zone
Mo. 2010-02, {ogether comprise the “project” as defined by Section 21065 of the
California  Environmenial  Quality Act (CEQA), Cal. Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et seq., which is defined as an aciivity which may cause either a direct
physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical
change in the environment and which includes the issuance 0 a person of a lease

permit, license, cetiificaie, or other entitlement for use by one or more public agencies;
and

WHEREAS, Negaiive Declaration No. 2010-0Z has been prepared to evaluate
environmental impacts resulting with the project; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico has been

oelegaied with the responsibility of recommending fo the City Council approval of
Negative Declarations; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said applications has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presented by the Community Development

Department and other inferesied parties at a public hearing held with respect to this
item on September 27, 2010.

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission has considered the proposed Negative
Declaration No. 2010-02, priotr to making a decision to recommend approval to City
Council.  The Planning Commission finds and determines that the Negative Declaration
No. 2010-02 is adequate and has been prepared in accordance with the requiremenis
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and reflects the independent

judgment of the Planning Commission, based upon the following findings and
determinations:

[



LY

and State Planning and Zoting Law and e aw of the Gity of Calexico, the oliowing
finctings for the approval of Negative Declaration have boen mece se Tollows:

Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed o by the applicant
before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released fur
public review would avoid the effects or miigaie the efiects to & point where clearly
no significant effects would oceur, and

This evaluation does not contemplate building at this time. Eveluation consisted of
analyzing proposed land use and zoning.

There is no substantial evidence, in the light of the whole record before the agency,
ihat the project as revised may have significant effect on the environment.

Pursuant to the evidence received in the light of the whole record presenied to staff
the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

- Mitigation measures have been required to ensure all potentially signhificant impacis
are reduced fo levels of insigniticance.

No mitigation has been required. This is & Negative Declarafion.



SIOK RESOLUTHON PO

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Corminission of

the Ciy of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMEND TO CITY COURNCHL. AROPTION
OF NEGATIVE DECLARATION No. 2010-02.

Chairman, Carlion Hargrave
Calexico Planning Commission

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CITY OF CALEXICO ) 8S.
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

| Armando G. Villa, Planning Commmission Secretary of the City of Calexico, do hereby
certify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010-__ was

adopied by the Planning Commission at a meeting conducted on Sepiember 27, 2010
by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:

ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Armando G, Villa, Direcior Community Development
Secietary to the Planning Commission



RESOLUTION NO. 2090~

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF

- THE CITY OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF CALEXICO APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO THE
CITY’S GENERAL PLAN FROWM CH, COMMERCIAL
HIGHWAY TO HDR, HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (12.1 -

20 UNITS/ACRE) (GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO.
2010-02)

WHEREAS, The City of Calexico has initiated proceedings 1o amend the City's
General Plan to redesignaie approximaiely 33.09 acres of land from CH, Commercial
Highway to HDR, High Density Residential Land Usage. (12.1- 20 uniis/acre) The
proposed project is located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson
Avenue. The subject property can be further described as the ‘“remainder” on Parcel
Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of

parcel maps at Page 87 in the Office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on
September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the Citly of Calexico has been

delegated with the responsibility of making recommendations to the City Council for
amendmentis 1o the City’s General Plan; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presented by ihe Development Services

Department and other interested parties at a duly noticed public hearing held with
respect to this item on September 27, 2010;

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission has considered the Negative
Declaration 2010-02 prior to making a decision to recommend that the City Council
approve the requesied General Plan Amendment. The Planning Commission finds and
determines that the MNegative Declaration document is adequate and prepared in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
which analyzes environmental effects of the project and General Plan Amendment No.
2010-02, based upon the following findings and determinations:

SECTION 2. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the

City of Calexico the following findings for the approval of the requesied General Plan
Amendment No. 2010-02 have been made as follows:



PLANRKING CORMMESION RESOILUTION FOR
@L[\*IEINAH_ PLARN AMENDMERNT WO, 2090-02
Page 2 of 3
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1.

The pr'()p{)z;c;d General Plan Amendment will not be; a) detrimental o the healih,
safely, comiort or general welfare of the persons residing or working within ihc,
neighborhood of the proposed amendment of within the City, or b} injurious fo the
property or improvements in the neighborhood or within the City.

The proposed amendment has been analyzed relative to its potential to be detrimental io the health, safery,
comfor: and welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborbood of the proposed amendment.
Staff concluded that the project does not propose land uses, densities, or dew!opmem‘ patterns that will

Jeopardize the health and safety of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the properiy.
Health, safety, and welfare will not be degraded as a result of this project.

The proposed General Plan Amendment will permit reasonable development of

the area consisient with its consirainis and will rake the area more compatible
with adjacenti properiies.

f":)r’ o AT (-”__é:
The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a deszgnaz‘zan consistent and z%e;zqﬁrza/ to other
approved adjacent land wuses, thereby gemerating benefits Jo the city and ifs vesidenis. Further, the
amendment would be a logical extension of the City’s residential growth and will assist the City in meeting

the required regional affordable housing needs purswant to the California Housing and Community
Development office.

The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a land use designation

and usage more in character with the subject property's location, access, and
constrainis.

The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish o designation consistent and in character with
approved adiacent land wuses, thereby gemerating benefils to the city and its residents. Further, the
amendment would be a logical exctension of the City’s residentiol gromth and will assist the City in mesting

the required regional affordable bousing needs pursuant fo the California Housing and Community
Development office.

The proposed General Plan Amendment will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

Negative Declaration 2010-02 is adequate and prepared in accordance with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Negative Declaration analyzes the environmental
effects of the Greneral Plan Amendment No. 2010-02. Pursuant to the evidence recetved in the light of the

whole record presented to staff the project will not have a significant effect on the emvironment.
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GENERAL PLARN AMENDMENT NC. 2010-02

Fage & of 3
5. The pt"{)ms‘;ed General Plan Amendiment is consisient with the adopied Housing
Element. :

gj{;@ W, L09)

The City’s Housing Element was certified on'h j—ﬁ'—,‘(ZOOQ. This General Plan Amendment is consisient
with the adopied Hlowsing Element because it would be o logical extension of the City’s residential growth and
will assist the City in meeting the required regional affordable housing needs pursuant to the California
Housing and Communily Development gffice.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of
ihe City of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMEND that the City Council of the City of
Calexico approve the requested General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02.

Chairman, Carlton Hargrave
Calexico Planning Commission

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CITY OF CALEXICO ) 8S.
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

i Armando Villa, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Calexico, do hereby
cerfify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010-__ was

adopied by the Planning Commission at a meeting conducted on September 27, 2010
by the following voie:

AYES:

NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Armando G. Villa, Director of Community Development
Secretary to the Planning Commission
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RESOLUTION MO, 2000-
A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THE  CITY  OF  CALEXICO,  CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVAL
OF A CHANGE IN THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION FOR
THE PROJECT AREA FROM CHA, COMMERCIAL
HIGHWAYANDUSTRIAL — TO  RA, RESIDENTIAL
APARTMENT,

{ZONE CHANGE NO. 2010-02)

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico filed an application io change the zoning
classification for approximately 33.09 acres of land from “CH/N", Commercial
Highway/Indusirial o "R-A” Residential Apariment, (12.1-20 uniis/acre). The
proposed project area is located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and
Robinson Avenue. The subject property can be furiher described as the “remainder” on
Parcel Map No. 058-010-20, which was recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book

11 of parcel maps at Page 87 in the Office of the County Recorder of Imperial County
on Seplember 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico has been

delegated with the responsibility of making recommendations to the Cily Council for
changes 1o the approved Zoning Map; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presented by the Community Development

Depariment and other interesied pariies at a duly noticed public hearing held with
respect o this item on September 27, 2010,

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 4. The Planning Commission has considered Negative Declaration
2010-02, prior 10 making a decision to recommend thai the City Council approve the -
proposed amendment fo the Zohing Map proposed in Zone Change 2010-02. The
Planning Commission finds and determines that this project is consistent with ihe
Calexico Municipal Code (CMC) and determines that a Negaiive Declaration is
adequale and prepared in accordance with the regquirements of the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) which analyzes environmential effects, based upon
the following findings and determinations.

SECTION 2. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the

City of Calexico the following findings for the approval of Zone Change No. 2010-02,
have been made as follows:

1. The proposed zone change will not be, a) detrimenital o the health, safety,
comfori or general welfare of the persons residing or working within the



reighborhood of the preposed amendment or withit the Gity, or by tnjurteus o the
property o improverents in the nelghbortuaod of within the City.

The proposed Zone Change has been analyzed relative (o fis potential {0 be
detrimental to the health, safety, comfort and weffare of the persons residing or
worling within the neighborhood of the proposed Zone Change. Stalf concluded
that the project does not propose land uses, densifies, or development pattems
that will jeopardize the health and safety of the persons residing or working within
the neighborhood of the property. Health, safety, and welfare will not be
degraded as a resuft of this project.

The proposed action will be consisient with the Goals, Objeciives, and Policies of

the General Plan and the development siandards established with the Calexico
Municipal Code (CMC).

Based on its analysis, staff has concluded that the requested Zone Change is
consistent with the land use designations of the General Plan as amended and

the Zone Change will assist in achieving the development of a well-balanced
and functional mix of residential uses, within the City boundaries.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of

the City of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMERND that the City Council of the City of
Calexico approve the proposed Zone Change No. 2010-02 from CH/IND, Commercial
Highway/industrial io R-A, Residential Apariment. (12.1 to 20 units/acre)

Chairman, Carlton Hargrave
Calexico Planning Commission
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CGITY OF CALEXICO )
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

I Armando Villa, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Galexico, dgo hereby
cetiify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010 - was

adopied by the Planning Commission at & meeting conducted on Sepilember 27, 2010
by the following voie:

AYES:
NOES:

ABSERNT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Armando G. Villa, Director of Community Development
Secretary o the Planning Commission



Exhibit B
RESOLUTION NO. 2010-15

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMRISSION OF
THE eIy QF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING APPROVAL O NEGATIVE
DECLARATION NO. 2010-02 TO THE CITY COUNCIL
FOR GPA No. 2010-02 & ZC No. 2010-02.

WHEREAS, The City of Calexico has submitied an application for a General Plan
Amendment ang Zone Change for approximately 33.09 acres of land located ai the
corner of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson Avenue. The subject property can he
iurther described as the “remainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was
recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of parcel maps at Page 87 in the
Office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Change of Zone
No. 2010-02, together comprise the "project’ as defined by Section 21065 of the
California Environmenial Quality Act (CEQA), Cal, Public Resources Code
Section 21000 et seq., which is defined as an aciivity which may cause either a direci
physical change in the environment, or a reasonably foreseeable indirect physical
change in the environment and which includes the issuance io a person of a lease,

permif, license, certificate, or other eniitlement for use by one or more public agencies;
and :

WHEREAS, Negative Declaration No. 2010-02 has been prepared to evaluate
environmental impacis resulting with the project; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico has been

delegated with the responsibility of recommending to the City Council approval of
.Negative Declarations,; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said applications has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presented by the Community Development

Department and other interested parties at a public hearing held with respect to this
iten on September 27, 2010.

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 4. The Planning Commission has considered the proposed Negativi |
Declaration No. 2010-02, prior to making a decision {o recommend approval to City
Council. The Planning Commission finds and determines that the Negative Declaration
No. 2010-02 is adequate and has been prepared in accordance with the requirements
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and reflects the independent |

judgment of the Planning Commission, based upon the following findings and
determinations:

i
1



PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION FOR
NEGATIVE DECLARATION No. 2010-02
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SECTION 2. That in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act

and State Planning and £oning Law and the law of the City of Galexico, ihe following
findings for the approval of Negaiive Declaration have been made as follows:

1.

Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed o by the applicant
before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released for

public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effecis to a point where clearly
no significant effects would occur; and

This evaluation does not contemplate building at this time. Evaluation consisted of
analyzing proposed land use and zoning.

There is no subsiantial evidence, in ihe light of the whole recora before the agency,
that the project as revised may have significant effect on the environment.

Pursuant to the evidence received in the light of the whole record presented {o staff
the project will not have a significant effeci on the environment.

Mitigation measures have been reguired o ensure all potentially significant impacis
are reduced to levels of insignificance.

No mitigation has been required. This is a Negalive Declaration.
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NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of
the City of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMEND TO CITY COUNCIL ADOPTION

OF NEGATIVE DECLARATION No. 2010-02. ,
[
> / @“é;/

Acting Chairperson, Cesar Rodrigez
Calexico Planning Commission

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CITY OF CALEXICO ) §s.
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

I Armando G. Villa, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Calexico, do hereby
cerlify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010-18 was

adopted by the Planning Conumnission at a meeting conducted on September 27, 2010
by the following vote:

AYES: Rodriguez, Chairez, Cardenas, Lopez
NOES: None
ABSENT: Hargrave
ABSTAIN: Nonhe

ATTEST: _a }

\) K{)J*W

/-\rmando@d. Villa, Director Community Development
Secretary to the Planning Commission




RESOLUTION RO, 2010-19

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THIE CITY OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COURNCIL OF THE CITY
OF CALEXICO APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO THE
CITY'S GENERAL PLAN FROWM CKH, COMMERCIAL
HIGHWAY TO HDR, HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (12.9 -

20 UNITS/IACRE) (GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO.
2010-02)

WHEREAS, The City of Calexico has initiated proceedings to amend the City's
General Plan o redesighate approximately 33.09 acres of land from CH, Commercial
Highway to HDR, High Density Residential Land Usage. (12.1- 20 units/acre) The
proposed project is located at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson
Avenue. The subject property can be further described as the “remainder” on Parcel
Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of

parcel maps at Page 87 in the Office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on
September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico has been

delegated with the responsibility of making recommendations to the City Council for
amendments fo the City’'s General Plan,; ana

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presenfed by the Development Services

Department and other interested parties at a duly noticed public hearing held with
respect to this item on September 27, 2010,

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as foliows:

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission has considered the Negative
Declaration 2010-02 prior to making a decision to recommend that the City Council
approve the requested General Plan Amendment. The Planning Commission finds and
determines that the Negative Declaration document is adequate and prepared in
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
which analyzes environmental effects of the project and General Plan Amendment No.
2010-02, based upon the following findings and determinations:

SECTION 2. That in accordance with Staie Planning and Zoning law and the

City of Calexico the following findings for the approval of the requested General Plan
Amendment No. 2010-02 have been made as follows:



PLANNING COMRMISION RESOLUTION FOR
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1.

The proposed General Plan Amendment will not bhe; a) detriments! to the health,
safety, comiort or general welfare of the persons residing or working within the
neighborhood of the proposed amendment or within the City, or b) injurious 1o the
property or improvements in the neighborhood or within the City.

The proposed amendment has been analyzed relative to its potential to be detrimental to the health, safesy,
comefort and welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborbood of the proposed amendment.
Siaff concluded that the project does not propose land uses, densities, or development patterns that will

Jeopardize the health and safety of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the property.
Health, safety, and welfare will not be degraded as a result of this project.

The proposed General Plan Amendment will permit reasonable development of

the area consistent with its constraints and will make the area more compaiible
with adjacent properiies.

The proposed General Plan Amendment wonld establish a designation consistent and bengficial to other
approved adjacent land wuses, thereby gemerating bemefils to the cily and its residents. Further, the
amendment would be a logical extension of the City’s residential growth and will assist the City in meeting

the required regional affordable howsing needs pursuant to the California Housing and Communily
Development office.

The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a land use designation

and usage more in character with the subject property’s locaiion, access, and
constraints.

The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a designation consistent and in chavacter with
approved adjacent land uses, thereby gemerating bemefils fo the cily and its residents. Further, the
amendment would be a logical exctension of the City’s residential growth and will assist the City in moeting

the required regional affordable housing needs pursuant to the California Housing and Community
Development office.

. The proposed General Plan Amendment will not have a significant effect on the

environmeni.

Negative Declaration 2010-02 is adequate and prepared in accordance with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Negative Declaration analyzes the envivonmental
gffects of the General Plan Amendment No. 2070-02. Pursuant to the evidence received in the light of the
whole record presented to staff the progect will not have a significant ¢ffect on the environment.



PLANNING COMMISION RESOLUTION FOR
GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2010-02
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5. The proposed General Plan Amendment is consisient with the adopted Housing
Element.

The City’s Housing Element was certified on June 25, 2070. This General Plan Amendment is consistent
with the adopted Flonsing Element because it wonld be a logical extension of the City’s residential growth and
will assist the City in moeting the required regional affordable housing needs pursuant fo the California
Housing and Community Development office.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of
the City of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMERND that the City Council of the City of
Calexico approve ihe requested General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02.

L4,

Acting Chairperson, Cesar Rodriguez
Calexico Planning Commission

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CITY OF CALEXICO ) ss.
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

i Armando Villa, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Calexico, do hereby
certify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010-19 was

adopied by the Planning Commission at a meeting conducted on September 27, 2010
by the following vote:

AYES: Rodriguez, Chairez, Cardenas, Lopez
NOES: None

ABSENT: Hargrave

ABSTAIN: None

ATT;EST: |
R WY
/l\rrnqanéoil G. Villa, Director of Community Development

Secretary to the Planning Commission




RESOLUTIORN NG, 2010-20

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF
THE CITY OF CALEXICO,  CALIFORNIA,
RECOMMENDING TO THE CITY COUNCGIL APPROVAL
OF A CHANGE IN THE ZONING CLASSIFICATION FOR
THE PROJECT AREA FROM CHI, COMMERCIAL
HIGHWAYANDUSTRIAL TO RA, RESIDENTIAL
APARTMENT.

(ZONE CHANGIE NO. 2010-02)

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico filed an application to change the zoning
classification for approximately 33.09 acres of land from “CH/A", Commercial
Highway/Indusirial to “R-A,” Residential Apariment, (12.1-20 units/acre). The
proposed project area is locaited at the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and
Robinson Avenue. The subject property can be further described as the “remainder” on
Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as Documeni No. 02-23435 in Book

11 of parcel maps ai Page 87 in the Office of the County Recorder of Imperial County
on September 13, 2002, and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico has been

delegated with the responsibility of making recommendations to the City Council for
changes o the approved Zoning Map; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the Planning
Commission has considered evidence presenied by the Community Development

Department and other interested parties at & duly noticed public hearing held with
respect to this item on Sepiember 27, 2010,

NOW THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the Ciiy of Calexico DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 1. The Planning Commission has considered Negative Declaration
2010-02, prior to making a decision o recommend that the City Council approve the
proposed amendment 1o the Zoning Map proposed in Zone Change 2010-02. The
Planning Commission finds and determines that this project is consistent with the
Calexico Municipal Code (CMC) and determines that a Negative Declaration is
adequate and prepared in accordance with the requirements of the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) which analyzes environmental efiects, based upon
ihe following findings and determinations.

SECTION 2. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the

City of Calexico the following findings for 'the approval of Zone Change No. 2010-02,
have been made as follows:

1. The proposed zone change will not be; a) detrimental to the healih, safety,
comfort or general welfare of the persons residing or working within the



FLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION FOR
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neighborhood of the proposed amendment or within the City, or b) uuunous to the
propetrty of improvements in the neighborhood or within the Ciiy.

The proposed Zone Change has been analyzed relative to its pofential to be
detrimental io the healih, safety, comiort and welfare of the persons residing or
working within the neighborhrood of the proposed Zone Change. Staff concluded
that the project does nof propose land uses, densities, or development patiems
that will jeopardize the health and safety of the persons residing or working within

the neighborhood of the property. Health, safety, and welfare will nof be
degraded as a result of this project.

. The proposed action will be consistent with the Goals, Objeciives, and Policies of

the General Plan and the development standards esiablished with the Calexico
Municipal Code (CMC).

Based on its analysis, staff has concluded ihat the requested Zone Change is
consistent with the land use designations of the General Plan as amended and

the Zone Change will assist in achieving the development of a well-balanced
and functional mix of residential uses, within the City boundaries.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the Planning Commission of

the City of Calexico DOES HEREBY RECOMMEND that the City Council of the City of

Calexico approve the proposed Zone Change No. 2010-02 from CH/IND, Commercial
Highway/Industiial to R-A, Residential Apartment. (12.1 {0 20 units/acre)

L4

Acting Chairperson, Cesar Rodriguez
Calexico Planning Commission
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
CITY OF CALEXICO ) S8,
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL )

| Armando Villa, Planning Commission Secretary of the City of Calexico, do hereby
certify under the penalty of perjury, that the foregoing Resolution No. 2010-20 was

adopied by the Planning Commission at a meeting conducied on September 27, 2010
by the following vote:

AYES: Rodriguez, Chairez, Cardenas, Lopez
NOES: None
ABSENT: Hargrave
ABSTAIN: None

f.u-
{

ATTEST: i/
4 1 A
(el M

Armanad &. Villa, Direcior of Community Development
Secretary io the Planning Commission




Exhibit C

RESOLUTION NO. 2010-__

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF CALEXICO ADOPTING NEGATIVE DECLARATION
MNO. 2010-02 FOR GPA No. 2010-02 & ZC No. 2010-02.

PROJECT: General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Zone Change No. 2010-02.
The General Plan Amendment proposes to tedesignate the project site from
CH, Commercial Highway to HDR, High Density Residential usage. The
Zone Change proposes to rezone the project site from CH and IND,
Commerzcial Highway and Industrial to RA, Residential Apartment (12.1 to
20.0 units/acre) for approximately 33.09 acres of land located on the corner
of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson Avenue.

WHEREAS, The City of Calexico has submitted an application for a General Plan
Amendment and Zone Change for approximately 33.09 actes of land located at the corner of the
Scaroni frontage road and Robinson Avenue. The subject property can be further described as the
“semainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was recotded as Document No. 02-23435 in

Book 11 of patcel maps at Page 87 in the Office of the County Recosder of Impetial County on
September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Change of Zone No. 2010-02,
together comptise the "project" as defined by Section 21065 of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), Cal. Public Resoutces Code Section 21000 et seq., which is defined as an
activity which may cause either a ditect physical change in the environment, or a reasonably
foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment and which includes the issuance to a person

of a lease, permit, license, certificate, or other entitlement for use by one or more public agencies;
and

WHEREAS, Negative Declaration No. 2010-02 has been prepared to evaluate
environmental impacts which may result from the project; and

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico provided a notice of intent to adopt Negative Declaration
No. 2010-02 as tequired by CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico provided a petiod for public review of Negative
Declaration No. 2010-02 of not less than 20 days as required by CEQA,; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City of Calexico held a duly noticed public
hearing on September 27, 2010, considered Negative Declaration No. 2010-02, and adopted 2
resolution recommending that the City Council approve the Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said applications has been given and the City Council has
considered evidence presented by the Community Development Departiment and other interested
patties at a public hearing held with respect to this item on October 19, 2010.



NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CALE\ICO
CALIFORNIA, DOES HEREBY RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Council has considered the ptoposed Negative Declaration No.
2010-02, together with any comments received during the public review process, ptiot to making a

decision concerning approval of General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02 and Change of Zone No.
2010-02.

SECTION 2. The City Council finds and detetmines that Negative Declaration No. 2010-
02 1s adequate and has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA and reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the City Council

SECTION 3. The City Council finds and determines that there is no substantial evidence

in the record before the City Council that the project may have significant effect on the
environment,

SECTION 4. Based on the foregoing findings, the City Council heteby adopts Negative
Declatation No. 2010-02.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Calexico,
California, held on this day of , 2010.

CITY OF CALEXICO

John Moreno, Mayor

ATTEST:

Lourdes Cordova
City Cletk



APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Jennifer M Lyon, City Attorney

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL ) ss
CITY OF CALEXICO )

I, Loutdes Cordova, City Cletk of the City of Calexico, California, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution No. 2010-___ was duly and regulatly adopted at a regular meeting of the City
Council of the City of Calexico, California held on this day of , 2010, by
the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Loutdes Cordova, City Clerk



RESOLUTION NO. 2010-__

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COURCIL OF THE CITY
OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA APPROVING AN
AMENDMENT TO THE CITY’S GENERAL PLAN FROM
CH, COMMERCIAL HIGHWAY TO HDR, HIGH DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL USAGE FOR 33.09 ACRES OF PROPERTY
GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE CORNER OF THE
SCARONI FRONTAGE ROAD AND ROBINSON AVENUE.
(GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT NO. 2010-02)

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico has initiated proceedings to amend the Ciiy’s General
Plan from CH, Commercial Highway to HDR, High Density Residential for approximately 33.09
acres of property located on the corner of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson Avenue. The
subject property can be further described as the “Remainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20,
which was recorded as Document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of Parcel Maps at Page 87 in the
office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, Section 65361(a) of the Government Code provides that no mandatory

element of a General Plan shall be amended more frequently than four times during any calendar
year; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Calexico has been delegated with the
responsibility of approving amendments to the City’s General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, at its regular meeting on Sept. 27, 2010, held a
duly noticed public hearing, and recommended to the City Council approval of General Plan
Amendment No. 2010-02, with the adoption of Resolution No. 2010-19; and

WHEREAS, public notice of said application has been given, and the City Council has
considered evidence presented by the Development Services Department and other interested
parties at a public hearing held with respect to this item on October 19, 2010.

NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Calexico, California DOES
HEREBY RESOLVE as follows:

SECTION 1. The City Council has considered and approved Negative Declaration
2010-02, prior to making a decision to approve the requested General Plan Amendment. The
City Council finds and determines that Negative Declaration No. 2010-02, prepared for the
proposal, is adequate and prepared in accordance with the requirements of the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) which analyzes environmental effects of the General Plan
Amendment No. 2010-02.

SECTION 2. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the City of

Calexico the following findings for the approval of the requested General Plan Amendment No.
2010-02 have been made as follows:



CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION FOR
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1. The proposed General Plan Amendment will not be; a) detrimental to the health, safety,
comfort or general welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of
the proposed amendment or within the City, or b) injurious to the property or
improvements in the neighborhood or within the City.

The proposed amendment has been analyzed relative to its potential to be detrimental to
the health, safety, comfort and welfare of the persons residing or working within the area
of the proposed amendment. Staff concluded that the project does not propose land uses,
densities, or development patterns that will jeopardize the health and safety of the
persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the property. Health, safety, and
welfare will not be degraded as a result of the project.

2. The proposed General Plan Amendment will permit reasonable development of the area

consistent with its constraints and will make the area more compatible with adjacent
properties.

The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a designation consistent and
beneficial to other approved adjacent land uses, thereby generating benefits to the city
and its residents. Further, the amendment would be a logical extension of the City’s

residential growth and will assist the City in meeting the required regional affordable
housing needs.

3. The proposed General Plan Amendment would establish a land use designation and usage
more in character with the subject property’s location, access, and constraints,

The proposed General Plan amendment would establish a land use designation
consistent and in character with approved adjacent land uses, thereby generating
benefits to the city and its vesidents. Further, the amendment would be a logical extension

of the City’s residential growth and will assist the City in meeting required housing
needs.

4. The proposed General Plan Amendment will not have a significant effect on the
environment.

Negative Declaration 2010-02 is adequate and prepared in accordance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Negative
Declaration analyzes the emvironmental effects of the General Plan Amendment No.
2010-02. Pursuant to the evidence received in the light of the whole record presented to
staff the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

5. The proposed General Plan Amendment is consistent with the adopted Housing Element.
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The City’s Housing Element was certified on June 25, 2009. This General Plan
Amendment is conmsistent with the adopted Housing Element and would be a logical
extension of the City’s residential growth and also assist the cily with meeting the

required regional affordable housing needs pursuant to the California Housing and
Community Development Office.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on the above findings, the City Council of the City of
Calexico, California DOES HEREBY APPROVE General Plan Amendment No. 2010-02.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED THE DAY OF 2010

CITY OF CALEXICO

JOHN MORENO, MAYOR
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ATTEST:

LOURDES CORDOVA, CITY CLERK

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

JENNIFER M. LYON, CITY ATTORNEY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL ) SS.
CITY OF CALEXICO )

I, LOURDES CORDOVA, CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA DO
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE FOREGOING RESOLUTION NO. 2010-_ _, WAS
DULY PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY OF CALEXICO ON THIS DAY OF
2010 BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE TO WIT: ‘

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

LOURDES CORDOVA, CITY CLERK

SEAL



CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION FOR
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Exhibit &

ORDINANCE WO,

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA APPROVING A CHANGE
OF ZONE CHANGE FROM CH AND IND, COMMERCIAL
HIGHWAY AND INDUSTRIAL TO RA, RESIDENTIAL
APARTMENT (121 - 20 UNITS/ACRE) FOR
APPROXIMATELY 33.09 ACRES OF LAND GENERALLY
LOCATED ON THE CORNER OF THE SCARONI
FRONTAGE ROAD AND ROBINSON AVE.

(ZONE CHANGE No. 2010-02)

WHEREAS, the City of Calexico initiated an application to change the zoning classification
from CH and IND, Commercial Highway and Industrial to RA, Residential Apartment for
approximately 33.09 acres of land located on the cotner of the Scaroni frontage road and Robinson
Ave. herein depicted on map attached as Exhibit A. The subject property can be further descrbed
as the “Remainder” on Parcel Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as document No. 02-23435

in Book 11 of Parcel Maps at Page 87 in the office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on
September 13, 2002; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Calexico has been delegated with the
responsibility of approving changes to the City’s Zoning Map; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, at its regular meeting on September 27, 2010, held a
duly noticed public hearing, and recommended to the City Council approval of Zone Change No.
2010-02 with the adoption of Resolution No. 2010-20; and

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing on October 19, 2010 at

which time all interested parties were given an opportunity to address the City Council on these
matters; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Calexico, California finds that the proposed
Zone Change is consistent with the policies and goals of the adopted General Plan and in
accordance with State Planning and Zoning law and the City Municipal Code.

NOW THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CALEXICO
DOES HEREBY ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1, The above-listed recitals and ﬂndings are true and correct.

SECTION 2. The City Council has considered the report and recommendation of the
Planning Commission. The City Council has also considered and approved Negative Declaration
No. 2010-02, prior to making a decision to approve the proposed amendment to the Zoning Map.
The City Council finds and determines that Negative Declaration No. 2010-02 prepared for the
proposal is adequate and has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and its implementing guidelines.
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SECTION 3. That in accordance with State Planning and Zoning law,the City of Calexico

Municipa! Code, and substantial evidence in the record, the following findings for the approval of
proposed Zone Change No. 2010-02 have been made:

1. The proposed zone change will not be; a) detrimental to the health, safety, comfott or
general welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the proposed

amendment ot within the City, or b) injurious to the property or improvements in the
neighborhood or within the City. '

The proposed Zone Change has been analyzed relative to its potential to be detrimental fo the health, safety,
comfort and welfare of the persons residing or working within the neighborhood of the proposed one change.
Staff concluded that the project does not propose land uses, densities, or development patterns that will
Jegpardize the health and safety of the persons vesiding or working within the neighborhood of the property.
Health, safety, and welfare will not be degraded as a result of the profect.

2. The proposed action will be consistent with the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the

General Plan and the development standards established under the Calexico Municipal Code
(CMC).

Based on its analysis, staff has concluded that the requested Zone Change is consistent with land nse
designations of the General Plan as amended and the Zone Change will assist in achieving the development of
a well-balanced and functional mix of residential uses, within the City boundaries.

SECTION 4. Zone Change No. 2010-02 is hetreby approved and the Official Zoning Map
of the City shall be amended to reflect Zone Change No. 2010-02, for the “Remainder” on Parcel
Map No. 059-010-20, which was recorded as document No. 02-23435 in Book 11 of Parcel Maps at
Page 87 in the office of the County Recorder of Imperial County on September 13, 2002.

SECTION 5. Severability. If any provision or clause of this ordinance or the application
theteof to any person ot circumstance is held to be unconstitutional or otherwise invalid by any
coutt of competent jurisdiction, such invalidity shall not affect other ordinance provisions or clauses
ot applications therefore which can be implemented without the invalid provision, clause or
application, and to this end the provisions and clauses of this ordinance are declared to be severable.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED, at a regular mecting of the City Council of the
City of Calexico, California held on this day of 2010.

CITY OF CALEXICO

JOHN MORENO, MAYOR



CITY COUNCIL ORDINANCE FOR
ZONE CHANGE NO. 2019-02
Page 3 of 4

ATTEST:

LOURDIS CORDOVA, CITY CLERIK
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

JENNIFER M. LYON, CITY ATTORNEY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF IMPERIAL ) S8S
CITY OF CALEXICO )

I Loutdes Cotdova, City Cletk of the City of Calexico, California, do hereby certify under penalty of
petjury that the foregoing is a true and cotrect copy of Ordinance No. , that was duly and
regulatly introduced at a regular meeting of said City Council held on , 2010 and

was adopted by said City Council at a regular meeting held on , 2010, by the
following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

LOURDES CORDOVA, CITY CLERK
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